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Say ye of him whom the Father 1 Baade, and ſent into the world, 
Thou blaſphemeſt, becauſe I ſaid, T am the Son of God? John x. 36. 


' Straitway he preached Chriſt in the ſynagogues, that he is the Son of God, 


Ads 1 IX. 20. 
Whoſoever ſhall confeſs that Jeſus is the Son of Gad, God dwelleth 3 in him, 
and he in God, 1 * iv. 15. | 
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CANDID AND CHRISTIAN READ ER. 


HAT great and good men may err, by 
whoſe influence others alſo are very apt to 
err with them, may be clearly ſeen in the conduct 
of Peter at Antioch, where, fearing thoſe of the 
circumciſion, he declined from the truth, and diſ- 
ſembled his real ſentiments ; inſomuch that many 
others, and even Barnabas himſelf, having the 
ſanction of ſo great a name, followed him in his 
error, and diſſembled likewiſe, —** The fear of 
man bringeth a ſnare.” —But though Peter was ſo 


eminent an apoſtle, a pillar of the church, yet 


when his brother Paul obſerved, that he walked 


not uprightly according to the truth of the goſ- 


pel, he withſtood him to the face, and reproved 
him publicly.—* God accepteth no man's perſon.” 

Nov the matter in diſpute between us and our 
opponents, ſo far as it reſpects the perſon of Chriſt, 


is, I think, only this, viz. whether Jesus CRIST, 


in his complete perſon, be the true Son of the LivixG 
Cod: we ſay he is, our oppoſers ſay he is not. 
This is the ſum of the controverſy, it intirely hinges 
on this ſingle point. The moſt plauſible and popu- 
lar argument of the Athanaſians ſeems to be this: 
Like begets like; every Being, that is begotten 
among the creatures, is of the ſame nature with 
him that begat him.” Hence they reaſon after 


this manner: If Chriſt be truly the begotten 
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Son of God, he muſt be of the ſame nature with 


God, and conſequently is God.” As this argument 


is intirely built on the nature of generation among 
the creatures, and is not at all ſupported from 
ſcripture, but only from reaſoning, by way of 
analogy: upon the very ſame ground, and by the 
lame authority, it may be further argued, thus: 
As that which is begotten is of the ſame eſſence 
with that which begets, ſo he that is begotten is an- 
other Being diſtinct from him that begat him: for 
when a man begets a perſon of his own nature, he 
begets a man like himſelf; and the perſon begotten 
is not the ſame Being with him that begat, but 


another man, wholly diſtinct from him. If then it 


be right, and proper, in this caſe, to argue from 
the creature to the Creator, it plainly follows, 
that as man begets, of his own nature, another 
perfect man; ſo God begets of his own nature, 
another perfect God: and the perſon ſo begotten 
of God, is no more the ſame God with him 
that begat, becauſe begotten of his eſſence; than 
a human perſon begotten of man, is the ſame man 
with him that begat, becauſe begotten of his eſ- 
ſence: ; ſo that this way of proving Chriſt's deity 
from ſuppoſing him to be of the ſame eſſence or 
nature with him that begat him, will equally prove 
him, not to be that God who begat him, but an- 
other God, viz. a begotten God. Neither 1s that 
ſubſtance whereof a perſon is made, or begotten, 
a real perſon, or an intelligent Being, before he 
is made, or begotten, Eve was not a woman be- 
fore ſhe was made ſuch by the great Creator, 
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tho' the rib from whence ſhe was formed, was be- 
fore a part of Adam's ſubſtance. It is not faid, 
God took a woman out of man, but he took a rib 
from the man, and made it a woman: Adam 
was firſt formed, then Eve.” Neither was Cain a 
real man beiore he was begotten of his Father 
Adam, altho' the ſubſtance whereof he was be- 
gotten, had a prior exiſtence in the loins of his 
father; therefore it by no means follows, becauſe a 
perſon is begotten of his father's ſubſtance, that he 
is therefore co-eval, or co-equal with him. And ſhould 
it be admitted (tho? the ſcripture ſaith not one word 
about it) that the Son of God was begotten of his 
Father's ſubſtance; yet it would no more prove 
him to be the very ſame Being, or the ſame God 
with his Father; than Cain's being begotten of 
the ſubſtance of his Father Adam, would prove 


him to be the very ſame Being, or man, with bis 


father. I do not pretend to determine how, or of 
what ſubſlance Chriſt was begotten; this only I 
maintain, that Chriſt is the true and begotten Son 
of God, and that he is not that God who begat him, 
both which, tho' a palpable contradiction, are un- 
accountably maintained by the Athanaſians. The 
Hutchinſonians therefore have juſtly exploded the 
common notion of Chriſt's generation, as a di- 
vine perſon, or as the true God; for they rightly 
maintain, that the TRUE Gop is /ſelf-exiſtent, and 
in no ſenſe whatever is properly generated, or be- 
gotten : but then, on the other hand, they have 
run into another extreme, far more dangerous than 
that of the Athanaſians; for whereas the Atha- 
f naſians 
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naſians rightly believe, and affirm, that Chriſt is 
perſonally, and properly the Son of God; and 
have only drawn wrong inferences from right 
premiſes, which may eaſily be remedied: the 
Hutchinſonians, on the contrary, deny that Jeſus 
Chriſt is the true and real Son of the living 
God. They ſay indeed that Chriſt, as a divine 
perſon, is a So by office : but who told them fo, I 
know not : for certain it is, the ſcripture hath no- 
where declared it. A begotten ſon, or an adopted 
ſon, is both rational, and ſcriptural ; we know 
what the terms mean: but an official ſon ſounds 
barbarous, and ſeems to have no meaning in 
it. That Chriſt ſhould be called Gop, or the 
WORD, Yf/icially, is both agreeable to reaſon and 
revelation ; for Jehovah ſaid to Moſes, I have 
made thee a God unto Pharaoh : and we know alſo 
that the TRUE Gop hath ſpoken unto us by his 
Son : but neither reaſon nor ſcripture will war- 


rant us to ſay that Chriſt is a Sow by office. Some 


perſons indeed have borne the name of ſon Zypi- 
cally, but never officially; and the reaſon why 
the name was given them typically, is plainly 
this; becauſe there was a real Son of Gop, 
whom thoſe perſons typified ; ſee 2 Sam. vii. 14. 
Hof. xi. 1. compared with Matt. ii. 13. To 
deny therefore that Jeſus is the true Son of God, 
is, in my opinion, a real hereſy, and fatal in its con- 
ſequences ; and it matters not whatever elſe any per- 
ſon believes concerning Chriſt ; for unleſs he believe 
on him as the truly begotten, and anointed Son of 


God, his faith will profit him nothing: as then 
| this 
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1 
this capital error of denying Chriſt to be the Son 
of God ſeems to ſpread greatly in our day, and 
is propagated by the means of ſome great names, 
and popular preachers, among whom I reckon Mr. 
Romaine to be the chief; and as I find alſo that his 
ſermon, intitled The Seif-exiſtence of Jeſus Chriſt, is 
generally ſuppoſed to contain unanſwerable argu- 
ments in ſupport of his opinion; I judged it to be 
both ſeaſonable and neceſſary to attempt the refu- 
tation of ſo great an error, and that by writing and 
publiſhing a plain and full anſwer to that Sermon . 
Should any one ſuppoſe that this letter is the effect 
of envy or malevolence, he does me wrong— 
« Charity thinketh no evil.” — Mr. Wallin, in 
his diſcourſe on the Sonſhip of Chriſt, hath al- 
ready endeavoured to give a check to this 
dangerous error ; but as he ſeems to have op- 
poſed it upon the old Athanaſian plan, it is no- 
thing ſtrange that the Hutchinſonian cauſe ſhould 


not be ſenſibly affected by it; eſpecially as he aſ- 
ſerts,— ** that Chriſt is the natural, and proper 
Son of the Father, does not infer that he is pro- 
duced into being; much leſs that he derives his 
eſſence from the Father : neither doth it connote 
any priority, or inferiority in nature, or in point of 
exiſtence and glory.” Doth not this author then 
evidently contradict himſelf, and determine the 
point in favour of the Hutchinſonians ? Juſt as 
Dr. Gill had done before him; wherein allo they 
moſt certainly have oppoſed all the antients, who 
were reputed or/hodox in the article of the Tri- 


Note, All the Quotations are taken from the firſt edition. 
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nity * ; and not them only, but the ſcripture like- 
wiſe, which teſtifies that the Son hath /ife in him- 
ſelf, by gift, from the Father; and that he liveth 
by the Father, John v. 26. ch. vi. 579. We for our 
part, believe, and maintain, from the teſtimony of 
the divine word, that the RU Gop is /elf-exiſtent 
and not begotten z and that the True Sox of God, 
Feſus Chriſt, is not ſelf-exiftent, but begolten : for 
what can be plainer than this, that a perſon who 
is ſelf-exiſtent cannot be a begotten Son; and that a 
perſon who is a begotten Son, cannot beſelf-exiſtent ? 
But ſhould any one ſtill ſuppoſe, as ſome have igno- 
rantly done, that our doctrine is that of Sabellius, 
Arius, or Socinus, I ſhall only ſay, I will engage to 
prove, if it hath not been fully done already, that 
our doctrine is the doctrine of the bible, according 
to the plain and certain ſenſe of ſcripture ; and I 
hope that no chriſtian will preſume to ſay, or even 
imagine, that the holy prophets and apoſtles were 
all, or any of them Arians. If they were not, 
neither are we; but if they were Arians, I defire 
to be one of the ſame ſort: and I can wiſh thee, 
chriſtian reader, no greater good, no diviner bleſſ- 
ing, than that thou mayeſt be, both in faith and 
practice, ſuch as the apoſtles ; and that thy latter 
end may be like theirs. | 


I am thine to ſerve, for Jeſus? ſake, 
R. E. 


* See Divine Revelation, p. 6-15, 
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P. 22. l. J. for © him,” read Himſelſ. 
P. 74. I. 42. begin the line with rem. 
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RE v. SIR, 8 
N your diſcourſe, intitled, The Self-exiflence of JESUS 
CHRIST, you have directed and adviſed your readers 
„to conſult the ſacred books upon it,” and have 

even intreated them ** to examine the matter” ſtrictly and 

ſolemnly.” Agreeable, therefore, to this wholeſome ad- 
vice, and the preſſing exhortation which you have there 
given us; I have taken the pains to ſearch the ſcripture 
on that head, examining and trying your doctrine by 
it: but after making a fair and thorough trial, duly 
conſidering your doctrine of the Trinity, and of the 
perſon of Chriſt ; and carefully weighing it in the balances 
of the ſanctuary, I find it to be greatly wanting, and 
have even ventured to write TEKEL upon it. The exa- 
mination, with my reaſons for rejecting your doctrine, 


are briefly declared in the following ſheets; which L 
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hope you will hear, or read with due attention, and tem- 
per. And whereas the ſeripture is the allowed teſt, and 
touchſtone of divine truth, you cannot I think be ef- 
fended with me for trying your doctrine by it; eſpecially 
as you yourſelf have bid me, do it: neither can any of 
your chriſtian friends be difpleaſed with me for ſo doing, 
without being diſpleaſed with you alſo for advigng me to 
it, unleſs they reſpect perſons, and judge unrighteous 
judgment : but rather the godly and upright among 
them, who may have ignorantly received error for truth, 
through a culpable neglect of comparing your doctrine 
with the ſacred books, though you yourſelf had adviſed 
them to it, will be glad to be undeceived, in fo capital an 


error, and will thankfully reap the fruit of other men's 


labours ; ſo that inſtead of being reproached, I ſhall ra- 


ther be commended by them. From furious bigots in- 


deed, and unconverted zealots (for there are few popular 
aſſemblies without them) I expect to meet with inſult and 
abuſe ; theſe perhaps will ſay to me, as Ahab once did 
to Elijah, * Art thou he that troubleth Iſrael ?“ But if I 
have faithfully quoted. your words, without miſrepreſenting 
your meaning; compared your doctrine with the ſcrip- 
tures, without perverting them; argued fairly, and with 
proper temper ; you yourſelf muſt clear me from every 
ſuch charge, becauſe I have only done that which the 
ſcripture warrants, and which you yourſelf have exhorted 
me to do. 


Tua your doctrine of the Trinity in general, and of 
the perſon of Chriſt in particular, widely differs from that 
defcribed in the Nicene and Aubanaſian eregds, is ſufficiently 
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clear and manifeſt ; for they have taught us to believe that 
there is but one ſelf-ex1/lent perſon, whereas you tell us there 
are three : and of the two ſyſtems I greatly prefer theirs to 
yours: for however inconſiſtent they may be with: them- 
ſelves, yet they conſtantly hold and maintain that Chriſl, in 
his zwhole perſon, is truly and properly the Son of God; 
whereas you, in my opinion, plainly deny it: and ſince 
you have taken the liberty to differ from them, is it ſtrange 
that another perſon ſhould take the liberty, in ſome parti- 
culars, to differ from you both ? | 


BUT although we equally reject the notion of a derived 
Deity, or of a divine perſon being begotten, which is the com- 
mon doctrine both of papiſts and proteftants, even as they 
have received it by tradition from their fathers, and which 
by long cuſtom is now become their eſtabliſhed creed; yet 
your opinion and mine very widely differ. Let us then re- 
conſider our reſpective ſentiments, and examine them both 
by the divine word ; and thus endeavour to find out where 
the miſtake lies. You have already declared your opi- 
nion, together with your reaſons in ſupport of it ; which 
alſo I have carefully read, and ſeriouſly conſidered : nor 
have I deſignedly paſſed over any of your arguments on 
which you ſeem to lay the greateſt ſtreſs, but have given 
every one of them their full force and ſcope. And now 
I beg leave to ſhew mine opinion alſo; hoping that you 
will hear me patiently, and deal with me as I have dealt 
with you, I beſeech you then, my dear Sir, to give this 
letter a ſerious and attentive reading : you will not, I hope, 


treat it, as the proud in ſpirit who can brook no oppoli- 


tion; or as the patrons of error, and workers of iniquity, 
A 2 who 
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who cannot endure the light: were I writing to ſuch, I 
ſhould not marvel, if they refuſed to read @ line of it ; and 
only anſwered it by a ſullen filence, or with ent con- 
tempt : but from Mr. Romaine I hope better things, and 
expect to receive a very different treatment: “ for the 
ſervant of the Lord muſt be gentle unto all men, apt to 
teach -in meekneſs inſtructing them that oppoſe them- 
lelves — moreover, as you have directed us to examine your 
doctrine by the bible, how umcaſonable muſt it appear in 
the eyes of every conſiderate man, ſhould you refute to 
read one line of the examination: ſor to what purpoſe do 
preachers and authors appeal to any teſt, if, after all, they 
mean not to have their opinions and dectrines tried by 
it ? and of what uſe can the trial be, if they themſelves 
refuſe to read, or hear a word of it, and endeavour to hin- 
der others from doing it likewiſe ? Might not ſuch men 
as reaſonably forbid the examination itſelf ? But al- 
thouzh ſome of your miſtaken friends may think and 
ſay hard things of me, becauſe [ have ventured to make re- 
marks on your ſermon, yet Mr. Romaine cannot, on that ac- 
count, reckon me à diſturber of the church's peace, or a troubler 
of Iſrael q ſeeing you yourſelf, have both exhorted, and 
adviſed me'to it: for I dare not rank you among the 


number of thoſe preachers who direct the hearers to try 


their ſermons by the ſcripture, and afterwards abuſe 
and cenſure them for it *. But after all, it is examina- 


tion 


* Mr, M*Cowan ſuppoſes ſuch miniſters to be emiſſaries of ſatan, and in 
league with hell. “It is merry enough (ſaith he) to hear them exhort their 
hearers to ſearch the ſcriptures, to try the ſpirits, to take heed what they 
tzcar—and yet after all, i any one of che hearcrs attempts to bring the par- 
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tion and trial only, that makes all things manifeſt : for as the 


integrity of that man who Yeclines a fair trial is violently, 
and juſtly ſuſpected; ſo the truth of that doctrine which 
will not bear to be examined is juſtly to be doubted, and 
called in queſtion. Beſides, are you not a chriſtian 
miniſter ? and is not Chriſt your maſter ? and would 
you not take him for your pattern? I am perſuaded that 
you defire to do it in all things: did Chriſt then ever re- 
faſe to hear what his oppoſers had to ſay againſt him ? 
did he not vouchſafe an anſwer even to the cavilling Pha- 
riſees, and to infidel Sadducees ? but if the ſervant refuſe 
to do that, which his Lord never refuſed ? to what ſhall we 
impute it? Is the ſervant greater than his Lord? Cer- 
tainly not. To what then ſhall we impute it? to ina- 
bility? or contempt ? I hope not the latter, for Chriſt 
deſpiſed not any: and no man that knows Mr. Romaine 
will queſtion his ability to defend one of the moſt plain 
and capital doctrines of the bible, Neither is my manner 
of arguing and treating the ſubject, captious or evaſive, 
artful or enſnaring : for the truth of this I dare appeal 


to the conſcience of every unprejudiced and conſiderate 
man, who ſhall give himſelf the trouble to read this letter 


with due attention and ſeriouſneſs ; for I have ſtudied thro? 
the whole to be honeſtly plain and open, both in declaring 
your opinion and my own, and in comparing them both 
with the ſacred books; regarding, and reverencing the 


divine 


ſon's own ſermon to trial by the ſcripture, he is deemed a troubleſome, ſelf- 
conceited fellow; and if he happens to diſprove his doctrine by the ſcripture, 
he is preſently dealt with, and excommunicated as a troubler of Iſrael : for 
the parſon would have other people's doctrines tried, and if falſe refuted, 
but it is impious to do ſo by his own,"”* Dialogues, vol. i. p. 108. 
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divine word above all; being as ready to oppoſe myſelf, 
and retract my own ſentiments, the moment they ſhall 
appear not to be right, according to the ſcriptures ; as to 
oppoſe, and perſuade others to renounce their ſentiments, 


becauſe I think them to be wrong, and contrary to the 
ſcriptures, declare ſolemnly before God, that if the 
error is with us, and the truth with you, it is my earneſt 


delire to be convinced of it, and to renounce the error and 
embrace the truth: all I want, and all I aſk is, that you 
will prove your doctrine to be of God, by ſcripture evi- 


dence, plain, and full; but hitherto you have not done 


it: and whereas I think that you are not able to do this, 
becauſe in my opinion your dectrine is not contained 
in the bible, therefore I have attempted to point out 
your miſtake, and by many expreſs ſcripture texts, and 
by fair reaſoning from thence I have endeavoured alſo to 
convince you of it,—lf then you return me no anſwer, 
it is highly probable that ſome perſons will impute your 
11'ence to nothing elſe but want of ſcripture evidence, 
and conſequently will conclude that your doctrine is not 
of God : and for my own part, I am inclined to believe, 
that as nothing elſe ought; ſo nothing elſe will prevent 
you, both from reading, and anſwering this letter—to 
provoke unto love, and to good works, is to imitate tte 
apolties : — you have every advantage on your fide; for 
you greatly exceed in numbers, wealth, and ability. We 
pretend to nothing but having obtained mercy of the 
Lord to be faithful; being perſuaded alſo, that the plain 


ſenſe, as well as the expreſs teſtimony of the ſacred books 


is in our ſavour,—You are my elder in years, my ſuperior 
un learning; and, as one that js ſet for the defence of the 


goſpt], 
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goſpel, ought you not to write, as well as preach in the 
defence of it? Draw then, my dear Sir, the ſword of the 
Spirit; not the ſword. of the civil magiſtrate, leave that 
to the rulers of the darkneſs of this world: but the ſword 
of the Spirit is the chriſtian's weapon, uſe it fkilfully and 
ſpare not henceforth know we no man after the 
fleſh” ——you will do me a kindneſs to wound me with it, 
if Lat all reſiſt the truth, or have in any inſtance departed 
from it. God, who knows your heart and mine, is wit- 
neſs, that I am not in the leaſt conſcious of either, for I 
know that I have all along, from the beginning, acted 
from principle, as in his fight; and am ſtill perſuaded in 
my own ſoul, that what I am now contending for, is the 
true doctrine, and ſenſe of ſcripture; and if you think 
otherwiſe, will you not take ſome pains to convinte a 
friend, and reclaim him from his ſuppoſed error, who at 
leaſt means well, and thinks that the doctrine he is cone 
tending for, is the true doQrine of God. 


As to what Meſfieurs Weir and Shrubſole have written 
againſt me, I am perſuaded that you yourſelf wil not 
allow them any conſiderable merit, Let men diveſted of 
prejudice, men of diſcernment and candour, judge be- 
tween us. I have hoped, long ago, that ſome able advo- 
cate for the Trinitatian cauſe would have appeared on its 
behalf, if their cauſe be good; one that was able to treat 
the ſubjeR with underſtanding and judgment; who by 
ſcripture teſtimony plain and appoſite, and by juſt reaſon- 
ing, clear and concluſive, might determine the point in 
diſpute betwixt us: and may I not hope for this from 
Mr, Romaine? who more capable? who more proper f 
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I have ſaid before, and ſay again, if this be not attempted, 
we ſhall be apt to conclude that our doctrine is certainly 
ſcriptural, and of God: and that yours is not; and that 
far this cauſe only, it will not come to the light, becauſe 
it cannot endure a faithful, and fevere ſcrutiny : “ for he 
that doth truth, cometh to the light. am well aſſured, 
whatever ſome weak and prejudiced minds may imagine 
or ſuggeſt to the contrary, that our doctrine concerning 
God, and his Chriſt; is a ſafe, a uſeful, and a comforta- 
ble doctrine : it is a doctrine which a man may both live 
and die by, and that with his eyes open; but with regard 
to the trinitarian ' hypotheſis, : eſpecially the Hutchinſonian, 
I am perſuaded that no man can live and die by it, un- 
leſs with his eyes ſhut : for, in my humble opinion, it 
hath not one ſingle expreſs ſcripture for its ſupport, But 
my friend Mr. Romaine thinks otherwiſe, and there- 
fore hath honeſtly referred us to the divine records for 
the truth of his doArine ; for to them he hath appealed 
in the following words : 


« LET us then conſult the ſacred books upon it, and 
hear their judgment, and abide by their determination.” 
p. 7.— 1. p "I; 


THis ſentence is according to my wiſh; it contains 
excellent counſel, expreſſes my very ſentiments, and J 
heartily concur with it. Seeing then we both agree to 
to conſult the ſcripture upon the point; and to abide by 
the judgment of the inſpired writers: let us proceed to 


ſearch the ſacred books, and theſe ſhall decide the mat- 


ter between us. I, for my part, am reſolved to acquieſee 
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3, 7 in their judgment, and to abide by their determination. 
ly J And I hope Mr. Romaine, who hath made the propoſal 
at 1 and recommended it, will not himſelf decline the ſcru- 
fe 8 tiny, nor recede from it. This preliminary then being 
he | agreed to, figned, and ſettled, and that in the preſence of 
, ; many witneſſes; if the terms be religiouſly obſerved, on 
ne both ſides, it is more than probable that as honeſt men, 
ng 4 and chriſtians, we ſhall come to a better agreement, and 
ra 1 perhaps, at laſt, be of the ſame judgment concerning this 
ive | matter, 
ard * | . 
bh 4 THEy certainly take too much upon them, who aſſume 
. ; to themſelves a power of framing and impoſing articles 
it 1 of a religious nature upon theit brethren, which God hath 
Bet | not given them, nor revealed, nor commanded in his 
wo word: for who but God only hath a right to command, 
bor and bind the conſcience? But this papal uſurpation, and 


; tyranny over the ſouls of men, Mr. Romaine abhors and 
aled 1 5 4 

a utterly diſclaims; for he hath bid us to try even his own 
doctrine by the ſacred books. Now, in the above ſen- 


FIC tence, if I miſtake not, are evidently contained the follow- 
on.” ing particulars : fit, it declares, that it is both our duty 


and privilege to examine for ourſelves, and to try the reli- 
gious opinions, and doctrines of men, by the holy fcrip- 


tains 1 tures; and not to receive any one of them as divinely 
nd 1 | true, ſave thoſe only which evidently correſpond, and 
ee to accord with that infallible teſt :—** prove all things, hold 
le by | faſt that which is good”—/econdly, it declares that the ſa- 
ed to a cred writings do ſo fully reveal, and clearly expreſs every 
mat J great, and eſſential article of the chriflian faith ; that all per- 
views 4 lons whatſoever, who ſeriouſly read, and ſearch the ſerip- 

in 4 | B tures, 
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tures, may eaſily underſtand, and readily apprehend them: 
and l, it ſuppoſes, that Mr. Romaine himſelf did imagine 
and ſincerely believe, that his doctrine was plainly revealed, 
and delivered in the holy ſcriptures; and therefore he was 
deſirous of having it examined, and tried by them : thus, 
every one that doth truth cometh to the light, that his 
deeds may be made manifeſt that they are wrought in 


God,” 


Now the firſt argument that Mr. Romaine hath brought 
in ſupport of his doctrine, and which I ſhall here exa- 
mine, is contained in the following words“ None can 
deliver you from ſin, but he who came to take away the 
ſins of the world; and he cannot deliver you as man, 
he muſt be Gon who can have merit ſufficient to take 
away fin.” p. 6, 


ANs. 1. To the former part of this ſentence, I object 
nothing, but gladly concur with it ; only I obſerve, that he 
who came, and was alſo ſent to take away the fins of the 
world, was the Lamb of Gop, John i. 29. but the Lamb 
of God, was not God himſelf, but his Son, who gave-him- 
felf a ſacrifice unto God for us. Will any bible chriſtian 
deny this? To the latter part I object: and as you have 
directed us to conſult the ſacred books, we are reſolved, 
through grace, to do it; therefore we will now begin to 
try your doCtrine by them. 


6c CurtsT,” ſaith Mr. Romaine, „cannot deliver us 
as man.” But what ſaith St. Paul? “ Since by man came 
death, by man came alſo the reſurtection of the dead,” 
1 Cor, xv. 21. Now if deliverance from death came by 
man, 
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man, then it plainly follows, that deliverance from fin, the 
cauſe of death, muſt come by man alſo; for the effect can- 
not be deſtroyed, unleſs the cauſe producing that effe& be 
firſt taken away. No phyſician can reſtore health to his 
patient, without firſt removing the cauſe of his diſorder, 
Now death is the effect whereof ſin is the cauſe, “ the 
wages of fin is death” —** by one man fin entered into 
the world, and death by ſin:“ but here the apoſtle plainly 
tells us, that death, which is the puniſhment, and effect 
of ſin, was deſtroyed by man; therefore from the ſcripture 
it appears, that Mr, Romaine is miſtaken, 


AGAIN ; we are told, that“ the Son of man came to 
give his life a ranſom for many,” Matt. xx. 28. Now 
Chriſt could not ſpeak this of himſelf, as God ; for it 
cannot be ſaid that God, the TRUE God, gave his life a 
ranſom ; not only becauſe God cannot ſuffer, but becauſe 
alſo the offering, or ranſom was given unto God: ſo that the 
above text muſt needs mean that Chriſt, as man, gave himſelf 
a ranſom ; and this alſo the Holy Ghoſt hath plainly de- 
clared to us, even by the mouth of Caiaphas, when to the 
Jews he ſaid, ** it is expedient for us that one man die for 
the people,” John xi. 50. But the apoſtle Paul hath 
ſettled this matter beyond all poſſibility of doubt, for 
ſpeaking of the very ſame ſubje&, he teſtifies, that the 
„ one Mediator between God and men, who gave him- 
ſelf a ranſom for all, is the man Chriſt Jeſus,” 1 Tim. ii. 5. 
it is therefore undeniably plain, that by the Son of man 
in Matt, xx. 28, is meant the man Chrift Jeſus, who, as 
is declared in another ſcripture, “ gave bimſelf for us, an 
offering, and a ſacrifice to God for a ſweet ſmelling ſa- 

B 2 | vour, 
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vour,” Eph. v. 2. therefore from the ſcripture it appearsy 
that Chriſt, as man, both could and did deliver us. 


| You tell us indeed, ** he muſt be God, who can have 
merit ſufficient to take away ſin.” This is your reaſon ; 
a bare aſſertion, without any proof ,—but as you have not 
produced one ſingle text from the ſcriptures to prove it, 
and I have produced many to prove the contrary, and 
you yourſelf have agreed to abide by their determination; 
it plainly follows that our doctrine is the doctrine of 
{cripture, and that yours is not—nor can you fairly deny 
it. Permit me, dear Sir, to aſk you one or two plain 
queſtions, Could the MosT mich Gop in any proper 
ſenſe ſuffer and die ? And did not Chriſt merit deliverance 
for his people, by rea! ſufferings and death? A ditect an- 
ſwer to theſe plain queſtions would bring the point to a 
ſhort iſſue. It is too plain to be denied, that the ſcrip- 
ture conſtantly aſcribes the merit of our deliverance from 
ſin, and wrath, ta the ſufferings and death of Chriſt, and 
to that only: * we were reconciled to God by the death 
of his Son,” Rom. v. 10.—“ Thou haſt redeemed us to 
God by thy Bled,“ Rev. v. g * Chriſt hath once ſuffered 
for ſins, the juſt for the unjuſt, that he might bring us to 
God,” 1 Pet, iii. 18. &c, &c. and I challenge Mr. Ro- 
maine to produce one ſingle text, where it is ſaid, that 
Chriſt obeyed, or ſuffered, or merited as Gd, or as God- 
man; but the ſcripture plainly declares, as hath been 
already ſhewn, that Chriſt ſuffered as man: See likewiſe 
Ifaiah liti. throughout. Chriſt indeed was a man of God's 
providing, called “ the man of his right hand, the Son of 
man whom he mace ſtrong for himſelf,” Pſ. lxxx. 17. 
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And will any ane preſume to ſay that the man whom God 
anointed, and ſent into the world to ſave ſinners, could 
not deliver us from {in and wrath ? in other words, that 
God himſelf could not deliver, and fave his people by the 
man Chriſt Jeſus ? was there not ſufficient merit in the 
offering which God provided, to anſwer the end for which 
he provided it ? Who that believes the living God to be 
all-wiſe, and almighty will deny this? It is likewiſe clear 
and certain, that in all penal obligations, and in all caſes 
of debt, it is the actual ſuffering of the penalty, or the pay- 
ment of the debt, that procures a legal diſcharge, and me- 
rita deliverance, and no other circumſtance whatever. Now 
ſins are debts whereby the ſinner is fallen under the curſe 
of God's law, and is become ſubje& to death, from which 
penalty he can only be delivered by ſufferings and death 
* for without ſhedding. of blood there is no remiſſion,” 
therefore he muſt needs bave ſuffered : I infer then, that 
the perſon which ſuffered merited, in the very ſame nature 
which ſuffered, and in that alone: and fince Chriſt did 
not, nor could ſuffer as God, but only as man; it plainly 
follows that his ſufferings, as man, have merit ſufficient to 
take away ſin; and of this God hath given unto all 


men the fulleſt aſſurance, in that he hath raiſed him from 
the dead,“ Acts xvli. 31. 


ARG, 2. The divinity of Jeſus Chriſt is the very 
foundation of the chriſtian religion: it is the firſt and 


principal article; the whole reſts upon it; even what is 


called the morality of the goſpel receives its obligation 
from his being the true God.“ p. 7, 
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Ans. 2. Mr. Romaine, I conceive, is intirely mif- 
taken, for the ſcripture will not at all ſupport him, in 
what he here aſſerts: the divinity of Chriſt, by which 
Mr. Romaine means, his perſonal ſelf-exi/tence, is ſo far from 
being the foundation of the chriſtian religion ; that on the 
contrary, it would thereby be wholly ſubverted, and over- 
thrown: and I may venture to affirm, that Mr. Romaine him- 
never did, nor can preach the goſpel, without denying 
that very doctrine, on which, he here tells us, the whole 
of the chriſtian religion is founded: for if Chriſt be him- 
ſelf the true God, where will Mr. Romaine find a prieſt 
to offer ſactifice, and miniſter unto that Gop for him? 
and who then is the Mediator that muſt ſtand between us 
and God ? he is no-where to be found: but where there is 
no officiating prieſt, and mediator to ſtand between us and 
God, there is no true goſpel: and for any one to ſay that 
Chriſt is himſelf the true God, and alſo the true mediator 
betweenGod and men, is a ſelf. contradiction, and a glaring 
abſurdity : for as a mediator cannot be either of the parties 
between whom he mediates ; it clearly follows, that when 
any man affirms of Chriſt, that he is the true God; he thereby 
denies him to be the mediator between God and men : 
and when on the other hand he affirms of Chriſt, that he: 
is the mediator between God and men ; he thereby denies 
him to be the true God. 2. It is not the firſt and prin- 
cipal article of the chriftian religion:“ for the firſt article 
of the chriſtian faith, according to our rule, that is, as the 


_ ſcripture teacheth us, is to believe that Jeſus is the Chriſt, 


the Son of the living God, Matt. xvi. 16. Ads viii. 37. 
and ch. ix. 20. So the, apoſtles preached, and ſo the moſt 
ancient chriſtians believed: and I defire Mr. Romaine to 


produce 
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duce one ſingle text, if he be able, where the apoſtles have 
either preached Chriſt, as the true God, or required any one 
to believe on him, as ſuch; or where the converts to the 
chriſtian faith did ever confeſs him to be their God: but 
if he cannot do this, then our doctrine concerning Chriſt, 
and our faith in him, as the Son of God, is according to the 
faith once delivered to the ſaints, as the apoſtles preached, 
and as the firſt chriſtians believed : that Thomas's confeſ- 
fion, John xx, 28. hath no ſuch meaning, is certain from 
the 17th and 3iſt verſes of the ſame chapter; which alſo is 
more abundantly manifeſt from the apoſtles preaching, and 
writings after the day of pentecoſt, 3. The morality of 
the goſpel doth not receive its obligation from Chriſt's 

being the true God ; for Chriſt with his own mouth hath 
in the plaineſt and fulleſt manner declared, that he ſpake 
nothing F himſelf, but as he had received a commandment 
from the Father, See John xii. 49, 50. ch. xvii. 6, 7, 8. 
6 Jeſus therefore cried, and ſaid, He that believeth on 
me, believeth not on me, but on him that ſent, me,” John 
xii. 44. As then the words which Chriſt ſpake were not 
his own, but the Father's ; and as the faith of them that 
truly believed on him, did not terminate in Chriſt's own 
perſon, but on God the Father who ſent him: it is clear 
and certain, that the morality of the goſpel doth not receive 
its obligation from Chriſt's being the true God; but from 
his being ſent of the true God, and from the true God's 

ſpeaking in him and by him: and this is what Jehovah, 

the living God, had before declared by the mouth of 
Moſes, Deut. xviii. 15, 19. But is it not aſtoniſhing that 
Mr, Romaine, who hath referred us to the ſcripture for 


the divinity of his deQrine, bath not brought one ſingle 
3 1 8 text, 


and ſerved him with every act of religious worſhip.“ p. 7. 


hath here cited in ſupport of his doctrine ; but that text 
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text, from all the ſacred books, in confirmation of his 
doctrine, though his opinion be ſo new and ſtrange to 
the chriftian world ; but perhaps he may refer us to ſome 
by-and-by ; let us therefore attend to his third argument. 


| ARG. 3. The chriſtian church has always acknow- 
ledged Jeſus Chriſt to be God, co-equal and co-eternal with 
the Father, and has offered prayers and praiſes unto him, 


Aus. 3. John v. 23. is the only ſcripture Mr. Romaine 


hath no ſuch meaning, and therefore he had better have 
omitted it : for the honour which Chriſt there ſpeaks of 
is evidently founded on that office and dignity to which 
the Father hath exalted him as judge of the world; and 
therefore cannot reſpect him as a divine perſon, or as the 
true God, but as man only: even Mr. M*gowan, tho' 
himſelf a trinitarian, plainly underſtands it in this ſenſe— 


«© The Son of God (faith he) was appointed lord lieutenant of 


the creation—was predeſtinated, at a time appointed, to 
aſſume a nature inferior to that of angels ; and the MosT 
Hion commanded that in that nature all the angels of God 
ſhould worſhip the Son, even as they worſhip the Father, 
and that all ſbould ſubmit to the government of THE MAN 
whom God delighteth to Honour. Nothing (he further 
adds) grieves the heart of old ſatan ſo much as this, the 


very man whoſe exaltation he oppoſed, whoſe ſway he re- 
ſiſted, and whoſe perſon he hath ſtill in the moſt perfect 


abhorrence, is dignified, not only by a perſonal union 


with Jehovah, but by & Judgment being committed into bis 


hand.“ 
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hands.” If by the chriſtian church Mr. Romaine includes 
thoſe-churches that exiſted in the days of the apoſtles, he 
ought to have proved his aſſertions from their writings, but 
nothing of this appears; and the reaſon why he did not fo 


much as attempt it, is very plain, becauſe the apoſtles ne- 


ver acknowledged, nor taught any ſuch doctrine : they 


knew of no co-equals in DEITY, and therefore they have not 
ſo much as once mentioned any ſuch thing: they often 
indeed ſpeak of the one living and true God, and him they 
always call the Father: and they as conſtantly declare 
Jeſus Chriſt to be his Son; but they at no time offered 
prayers and praiſes to Chriſt, as God; there is not a ſingle 
inſtance of it in all the ſcripture : and ſince the time that 
pope Julius protected and eſpouſed the cauſe of Athanaſius, 
there have not been wanting chriſtian men who have 
maintained the truth againſt the trinitarian error, though 
in the weſtern churches their numbers have been compara- 
tively ſmall, being conſtrained, as the ſcripture ſpeaks, to 
c propheſy in ſackcloth,” becauſe of the oppreſſion of papal 
uſurpation and cruelty : but if ſome writers arc to be cre- 
dited, the numbers of unitarians in the ca are even greater 
than thoſe of the trinitarians in the we/?. But be that as it 
may; we have both agreed to refer this matter to the judg- 
ment of the ſacred books : therefore let us again conſult 
our infallible rule. | 


AnD, Fir/t, Chriſt himſelf hath expreſly teſtiſied that 
his Father is the only true God; to him, as ſuch, he prayed, 
and gave thanks, &c. which I prove from the following 
ſcriptures : © This is life eternal, to know thee the only 
true God, and Jeſus Chriſt whom thou haft ſent,” John 

C xvii. 
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xvii. 3. and again, © It is my Father that honoureth me, 
of whom ye ſay that he is your God,” John viii, 54.— 
He gives thanks to him, ** I thank thee, O Father, Lord 
of heaven and earth,” Matt. xi. 25, and again, “Fa- 
ther, I thank thee that thou haſt heard me,” John xi. 
41.—He prays to him, Father, fave me from this 
hour,” John xii. 27.—* Abba, Father, all things are poſ- 
fible unto thee,” Mark xiv. 36.—He ſerved him, and of- 
fered ſacrifice to him As the Father gave me command- 
ment, even ſo I do,“ John xiv. 31. He gave himſelf 
for us, an offering and a ſacrifice to God,” Eph. v. 2, 
Heb. ix. 14.—Laſtly, he calls the Father his God: 1 
delight to do thy will, O my God,” Pf, xl. 8 —&* My 
God, my God, why haſt thou forſaken me !” Matt, xxvii, 
46. And aſter his reſurrection he ſent this meſſage to his 
diſciples, ** Go to my brethren, and ſay unto them, I 
aſcend to my Father aud your Father, to my God and 
your God,” John xx. 17, and the apoſtles conſtantly did 
as he bad them, and as Chriſt himſelf had ſet them an ex- 
ample; for they always called upon, and worſhipped the 
Father of Chriſt, as their God: fo Paul, © Bleſſed be the 
God and Father of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt,” &c, Eph, i. 3. 
and in ver. 17. he prays © that the God of our Lord Jeſus 
Chriſt, the Father of gloty, may give unto you the Spirit 
of wiſdom,” &c, And again, „I bow my knees unto the 
Father of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt,” ch. iii. 14. I might 
have cited a great many other texts, equally clear and ex- 
preſs to our purpoſe, but theſe ſurely are enough to ſa- 
tisfy every unprejudiced mind, that regards the word of 
God, more than the word of man ; and if theſe ſcriptures 
do not diſprove what Mr. Romaine Eath here aſſerted, there 

can 
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can be no certain meaning in words or ſentences: but ſhould 
any one imagine that ſome perſon, who is not the Father, 
is as plainly and exprefly declared in other ſcriptures, 
to be the true God, and that he was worſhipped, as ſuch, by 
the apoſtles: I anſwer, It is only imagination, for ſure 
I am there is no ſuch thing to be found in all their wri- 
tings : beſides, he, who ſuppoſes that the doctrine which is 
plainly declared and teſtified in one part of ſcripture, is 
in another part of ſcripture, as plainly denied and contra- 
dicted ; ſets the ſacred writers at variance, and makes 
the word of God of no effect: © for if the trumpet give 
am uncertain ſound, who ſhall prepare himſelf to the bat- 
tle?” and if words and ſentences do not ſignify, and con- 
vey to our minds a certain ſenſe and meaning, how ſhall 
it be known what is ſpoken ? or of what uſe are they 
to us? 


2. THouGH the name Gd be given to other beings, 
beſides the true God ; as it often is both to men and an- 
gels: ſee Exod. vii. 1. Pf, Ixxxii. 1. John x. 34. Pf. 
xcvii. 7. 1 Cor. viii. 5. yet I aſſert, that the ſcripture 
never calls any one the rue Gad, or the living Cad, but the 
Father only ; and that in plain diſtinction from the Son, 
as well as in direct oppoſition to all idols or falſe gods— 
The true worſhippers, ſaith Chriſt, ſhall worſhip the Fa- 
ther in ſpirit and in truth, for the Father ſeeketh ſuch to 
worſhip him, God is a Spirit; and they that worſhip 
him, muſt worſhip him in ſpirit and in truth,” John iv. 
23, 24. ** Ye turned to God from idols, to ſerve the 
living and true God, and to wait for his Son from hea- 
ven,” 1 Theſſ. i. 9. To us there is but one God the 

C52 Father,“ 
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Father,” x Cor. viii. 6. Now the Father, who is fo 
expreſsly declared to be the true God, is not three per- 
ſons, but one only, To affirm then of any other perſon, 
that he alſo is the true God, is plainly to make more 
Gods than one :—co-equal Gods, as well as co-equal perſons— 
but the ſcripture authorizes no ſuch doctrine; it is the 
invention and doctrine of men,,-Gop the Father is very 
common in ſcripturez and the Gon and Father of Jeſus 
Chriſt is likewiſe common : but God the Son, or God the 
Spirit, never once occurs in all the bible: whence then did 
Mr. Romaine and other trinitarians learn their creed ? 
and who taught them to ſpeak in this manner? Dath not 
ſcripture phraſe beſt expreſs ſcripture meaning? Dare we cor- 
rect the inſpired writers ] If we invert their words, and alter 
their terms, are we not likely to pervert their meaning, and 
alter their fenſe likewiſe ? If the phraſes Son of God, and 
God the Son :—Spirit of God, and God the Spirit, are terms 
ſynonymous, and mean exactly the ſame thing; how is it 
that the ſcripture always makes uſe of the one, and never 
of the other? —But to proceed, Mr. Romaine tells us, 


ARG. 4. If he (viz. Chriſt) was in any reſpect inferior 
to the Father, chriſtianity would be altogether the moſt 
ſtupid and abſurd ſyſtem of religion, and the moſt groſs 
piece of idolatry that was ever invented in the world,“ 


p- 7: 


AXSs, 4. I hope theſe words were ſpoken in haſte, and 
hurried to the preſs without due conſideration; and was I 
writing againſt ſome perſons, I would not ſcruple to ſay, 
that the whole ſentence is full of blaſphemy, daringly 


k 


prophane, 
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prophane, and impious : no infidel in Britain would defire 
more than Mr. Romaine hath here granted, in order to 
prove that chriftianity is worſe than paganiſm, the vileſt 
ſyſtem of prieſteraft that was ever invented by men, 
equally weak and wicked. Who that reads and believes 
the ſcriptures but muſt clearly ſee, and know that Chriſt, 
in ſome reſpebl, is inferior to the Father? The Athanaſian 
trinitarians themſelves do moſt of them allow it, therefore, 
in this particular, they alſo muſt diſſent from you: but let 
us conſult your own rule, and hear what the ſacred books 
have ſaid of this matter. 


1. LET us attend to what the apoſtle Peter ſaith con- 
cerning it: * Ye men of [Iſrael (faith Peter) hear theſe 
words; Jeſus of Nazareth, a man approved of God among 
you by miracles, and wonders, and figns which Gop did 
by him,” Acts ii. 22. And in another place he faith, «* God 
anointed Jeſus of Nazareth with the Holy Ghoſt and with 
power, who went about doing good, and healing all that 
were oppreſſed of the devil; for Gop was Ww:th him,” ch. 
x. 38. Wherefore he ſaith again, Let all the houſe of 
Iſrael know aſſuredly, that God hath made that ſame je- 
ſus, whom ye have crucified, both Lord and Chriſt,” 
Acts ii. 35. This then is Peter's teſtimony both to Jews 
and Gentiles; wherein he plainly declares that Jeſus, our 
Saviour, received the Hoy Ghoſt from God the Father; 
and that the miracles which Jeſus wrouzht, God did them 
by him, and that God the Father hath made this fame 
Jeſus both Lord and Chriſt: if then Peter's teſtimony 
be true, it is certain that Chriſt, in ſome reſpeR, is infe- 


rior to God. | 
8 | 2. LET 
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2, LET us hear what Paul faith of the matter: * Gop 
(ſaith that apoſtle) hath raiſed to Iſrael a Saviour IEsus,“ 
Acts xiii. 23. and hath given him to be head over all 
things to the church,” Eph. i. 22. for he again teſti- 
fies, the head of every man is Chriſt, and the head 
of Chriſt is God,” 1 Cor. xi. 3. Now he that is the head 
of another is certainly above him whoſe head he is; and 
he that raiſes up another to be a Saviour, and makes him 
Lord of all, as God the Father hath made his Chriſt, doth 
certainly bleſs him; but without all contradiction the 4% 
is bleſſed of the better: therefore it is further maniteſt ſrom 
Paul's teſtimony, that Chriſt is inſerior to the Father: and 
if the apoſtle was a judge of right reaſoning and argu- 
ment, he concludes it to be a caſe indiſputably clear, and 
undeniably true. Nor do the apoſtles give us the leaſt 
intimation of any nature or ſubſiſtence in Chriſt, that was 
equal to God the Father, and not inferior to him; they 
never make any ſuch exception: but they evidently ſpeak of 
his whole perſon, 2nd teſtify that God hath raiſed up Jeſus, 
as Jeſus; and that God is the head of Chriſt, as Chr:/ ; and 
hath exalted him to be a prince and a ſaviour in his com- 


plete perſon : and therefore, as the Pſalmiſt declares, ** God 
hath bleſſed him for ever,“ Pſ. xlv. 2. 


3. Lz us hear what Chriſt himſelf ſaith concerning 
this matter: * All things (ſaith he) are delivered unto me 
of my Father,” Matt. xi. 27. For my Father is greater 
than I,” John xiv. 28. Therefore if Chriſt knew him- 
ſelf and his Father, it is moſt certain and true, that in 
ſome reſpect he is inferior to the Father; except Mr. Ro- 
maine will venture to affirm that he who is greater than 

another, 
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another, is in uo reſpect ſuperior to him; and he that is leſs 
than another is in no reſpect inferior to him; but that greater 
and leſs, ſuperior and inferior, are words and terms that 
mean exactly the ſame thing: but as I cannot ſuppoſe 
Mr, Romaine will ſay this; it plainly follows both from 
the teſtimony of the apoſtles, and of Chriſt himſelf, that 
the Father is greater than he; and that Chriſt, in ſome 
reſpect, is inferior to him: but is it not ſtrange and unac- 
countable that Mr. Romaine, who hath bid his reader to 
conſult the ſacred books for the truth of his doctrine, 
ſhould not cite, nor at all refer us to any one ſcripture, in 
ſupport of what he here aſlerts, unleſs he intended John 
v. 23 as a proof of it; but that text, as we have ſhewn 
already, is quite againſt him; ſo that we have nothing 
but his bare word for the truth of his doctrine ; and were 
it not that he exhorts us to conſult the ſcriptures, and 
agrees to abide by their determination; the reader would 
be almoſt tempted to think, that he was either unacquainted 
with them, or elſe in his heart diſbelieved them. But it is 
ſo far from being true that Chriſt is in u reſpect inferior to 
God the Father, that it is clear and certain from the ſacred 
writings, that he is in all reſpecis inferior to him: what 
elſe mean theſe ſcriptures, ** Be not thou far from me, 
O Jehovah; O my ſtrength, haſte thee to help me,“ 
Pf. xxii. 19. He ſhall cry unto me, Thou art my 


Father, my God, and the rock of my ſalvation,” Pſalm 


Ixxxix, 26, Becauſe he hath ſet his love upon me, 
therefore will I deliver him ; I will ſet him on high, be- 
cauſe he hath known my name,” Pf, xci, 14. Behold 


my ſervant, whom I uphold, mine ele& in whom my ſoul 


delighteth: I have put my Spirit upon him—he ſhall not 
fall 


| + 
fail nor be diſcouraged, till he have ſet judgment in the 
earth,” Iſa. xlii. 1, 4. The Lord God will help me, 
therefore ſnall I not be con founded; therefore have I ſet my 
face like a flint, and I know that I ſhall not be aſhamed,” 
ch, 1. 7, Verily, verily I ſay unto you, the Son can do 
nothing of himſelf, but what he ſeeth the Father do,” — 
J can of mine own ſelf do nothing,” John v. 19, 30. 
% Jeſus knew that the Father had given all things into his 
hands, and that he was come from God, and went to 
God,” ch. xiii. 3. Now they have known that all 
things whatſocver thou haſt given me are of thee,” ch. xvii. 
7. Hie whom God hath ſent ſpeaketh the words of God, 
for God giveth not the Spirit by meaſure unto him. The 
Father loveth the Son, and hath given all things into his 
hand,” ch. iii. 34, 35. I have power to lay down my 
life, and have power to take it again; this command- 
ment have [ received of my Father,” ch. x. 18, © Chrift 
was raiſed up from the dead by the glory of the Father,” 
Rom, vi. 4. Him hath God exalred with his right hand 
to be a prince and a ſaviour,” Acts v. 31. All power 
is given unto me both in heaven and in earth,” Matt, 
XXViii. 18, ** The revelation of Jeſus Chriſt, which God 
gave unto him,” Rev. i. 1, Can words be more expreſs 
than theſe ? Can a teſtimony be more full? Do they not 
declare in the moſt clear and ample manner, that Chriſt 
is in all things inferior to God the Father? Therefore the 
meaning of the above ſentence, which we have cited 
from Mr. Romaine's ſermon, ſcems to be this; viz. If 


that doctrine be not true which the ſcripture hath no- 


where revealed, and if that doctrine be not falſe which 
both Chriſt and his apoſtles have expreſsly teſtified to be 


true, 


T9 


true; then chriſtianity is altogether the moſt ſtupid, ab- 
ſurd, and idolatrous ſyſtem of religion that was ever in- 
vented.“ | 


Bur in oppoſition to the groundleſs and bold aſſertions 
of this learned teacher, we have, I hope, fully proved, 
and demonſtrated from the ſacred books, that Chriſt, in 


divers reſpects, or rather, to ſpeak properly and :ſcriptu- 


rally, in all reſpetts, is inferior to the Father; and yet we 
firmly believe and maintain, that ** chriſtianity is not a 
ſtupid, abſurd, idolatrous ſyſtem of religion,” but, on the 
contrary, is a religion moſt comfortable and rational: it is a 
glorious plan of ſalvation z deſigned by infinite love, drawn 
by unerring wiſdom, executed by almighty power, and 
eſtabliſhed in righteouſneſs : it is a divine ſyſtem, perfectly 
adapted to the ſtate and neceſſities of fallen men, and 
every way worthy of the MoST BLESSED Gop, who is 
the author of it; and it is ſo far from being the moſt groſs 
piece of idolatry,” that all idolatry is utterly excluded and 
deſtroyed by it for it reveals and eſtabliſhes the doctrine 
of one ſelf-exiflent, ſeif-ſufficient, almighty Gop; and of one 
mediator between that Gop and fallen men, which media- 
tor, is the man Chriſt Jeſus, who alone is the expreſs image 
of the inviſible God; and his only begotten Son; in whom 
we behold God himſelf ; by whom alſo, through faith 
in his blood, we have acceſs unto God, even the Father, 
The learned biſhop of Briſtol, in his excellent Diſſertations 
on Prophecy, hath very clearly deſcribed the true chriſtian 
worſhip which the bible reveals, and commands: The 
true chriſtian worſhip (ſaith he) is the worſhip of the oN 
onLY Gop, through the one only mediator between God 
and men, the man Chri/t Jeſus; and from this worſhip the 

D church 
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church of Rome hath notoriouſly departed, by ſubſtitu- 
ing other mediators.” —And in another place he faith, 
© This is the very eſſence of chriſlian worſhip, to worſhip 
the ONE TRUE Gos, through the one true Chriſt; and to 


worſhip any other God, or any other mediator, is apoſtaſy 


and rebellion againſt God, and againſt Chriſt *.. All ido- 
latry, whether among pagans or papiſts, principally conſiſts 
in this; either in imagining that to be God, which is not 
God, and in ſerving and worſhipping it as ſuch; or in 


framing and making to themſelves images, or idols, as 
repreſentatives of God ; whom they ſuppoſe to be always 
preſent with their images, and that ſomething of true divi- 
Nity reſides in them: therefore they fall down before their 


idols, pray unto them, and truſt in them. Hence al- 
ſo they reſent an affront offered to their idol, as much 
as to the Being, whom it repreſents; and call them 
both by one and the fame name: ſee Exod. xxxii. 
1-3, Judges xviii. 24. Iſaiah xliv. 15. Rom. i. 21, 
23. But Jehovah, God the Father, whom we wor- 


ſhip, is the living and true God; in oppoſition to all falſe 


gods : and his Son Jeſus Chriſt is the living, and true 
image of that living, and true God; in oppoſition to all 
dead idols, and falſe images of him: for as there is one 
true God, fo there is one true image of him, as the ſcrip- 
ture witneſſeth, 2 Cor. iv. 4. Col. i. 15. Heb. i. 3. and 
Moſes, though he could not ſee Gop himſelf, yet he was 
peculiarly favoured with a fight of his true image: ** The 
fimilitude of Jehovah ſhall he behold,” Num. xii. 8. and 
in this true image of Gop, true divinity conſtantly refides : 


Dr. NewTox on Prophecy, vol. i, p. 373,- 408. 
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yea God himſelf ever dwells in him: * for in Chriſt 
dwelleth all the fulneſs of the GoDHEAD bodily :” but the 
image, however perfect, glorious, and expreſs, is not itſelf 
the original; but that God, of whom he is the image, is the 
true original: and therefore . the head of Chriſt, is God.“ 


ARG, 5. The ſelf-exiftence of Jeſus Chriſt is de- 
clared in theſe words, —Believe that I am, that I have 


_ exiſtence in myſelf, and exiſt by a neceſſity of nature: for 


I made al} things,” &c. p. 8. 


Axs. 5. This is barely aſſerted, for the text ſays no 
ſuch thing; Chriſt doth not ſay, nor do his words mean, 
I am ſelf-exiſtent, or I am Jehovah ; nor doth he add, 
as a proof of it, for I made all things :” this is an addi- 
tion of Mr. Romaine's own, and hath no relation to the 
ſubjeR of the text; ſee John viii. 24. Nor do I recollect 
that Chriſt ever ſaid it: but perhaps ſome perſons may 
think that the apoſtles have ſaid it of him, and that is 
ſufficient to juſtify Mr. Romaine's ſaying it here; I, for 
my part, think otherwiſe, for by that addition, the plain 
deſign and ſenſe of the text is peryerted : beſides, when 
the apoſtles aſcribe creation to Chriſt, they do not ſpeak 


of it in the ſame manner, nor have their words the {ame 


meaning: they were divinely inſpired, and infallibly led 
by the Spirit into all truth; and conſequently were wiſer 
than any modern teacher of the preſent age: they have 
therefore expreſied themſelves with more caution and pro- 
priety. Mr. Romaine's words, which he hath put into 
the mouth of Chriſt, though he never ſpake them, plain» 
ly declare that Chriſt was the abſolute CREATOR of all 
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things; —the Hz that made all things; but the apoſtle's 
language on the occaſion is very different, and is as fol- 
lows : By him (whom they call the word, and image of 
God, and the fit born of every creature) were all things cre- 
ated,” and it evidently appears from each of the texts where 
theſe things occur ; ſee John i, 3. Col. i. 15, &c. that 
the God, with whom the word was, that INVISIBLE GoD, 
whoſe image he is, created them by the word; and this the 
apoſtle expreſly tells us in other places. Ged, faith he, 
made the worlds by his Son,” Heb.i.; and again,“ God 
created all things by Jeſus Chriſt,” Eph. iii. Thus it is 
plain from the ſcriptures, that not Chrift, but the FA- 
THER, is the ABSOLUTE CREATOR, of whom are all 
things, 1 Cor. viii. 6. We believe then, as the ſcripture 
teſtifies, that God the Father created all things by his 
Son, and created nothing without him : but there is a 
very material difference between ſaying of Chriſt abſolutely, 
that He made all things ; and ſaying, that God made all 
things by him; or that by him were all things created:“ 
when Chriſt was upon earth he wrought all manner of 
miracles, he rebuked the winds and the ſea, he raiſed the 
dead and caſt out devils ; but he took care to tell us, 
that he did them not of himſelf, but his FATHER who 
dwelt in him, HE did the works; and ſo Peter teſtifies, 
that God did them by Chriſt : and thus it was when God 
created the worlds, he made them, not without, but by 
his own Son, his firſt-begotten, and by him alſo will God 
Judge the world at the laſt day. Now when one perſon is 
faid to create, or to do any thing by another, it always 
means, either, 1. By another's p2wer, or aſſiſtance, who is the 
greater, without whoſe help the perſon working could not 
do 


(: 38:3; 
do the works which are aſcribed to him; or elſe, 2. It 
means, by another perſon, who is the 4%, as a fit medium, 
or in/lrument of operation, by whom the greater works. In 
one or other of theſe ſenſes it is always to be underſtood, 
when one perſon is ſaid to work by another, eſpecially 
where one of the perſons is God himſelf, the Almighty : 
but why ſhould it be thought more incredible, or more im- 
poſſible with God, to create the worlds by his Son; than 


that he ſhould work all divine miracles, raiſe the dead, 


fill the apoſiles with the ſpirit of wiſdom and power, and 
at laſt judge the world by his Son, even by the man Chriſt 
Jeſus; all which the ſcripture teſtifieth God hath done, 
and will do by him. Is any thing too hard for the Lox Do? 
Therefore, when one and the ſame work is aſcribed to 
two perſons acting together, at one and the ſame time, 
and the work is ſaid to be of the one perſon, and by the 
other; the difference between the perſons is great, and the 
the diſtinction manifeſt : but when all things are ſaid to 
be by God, as well as of him, there is then no mention 
made of more than one ſingle perſon ; this is evident from 
Rom, xi. 36. Heb. ii. 10. But for any man to ſay, that 
one almighty perſon works by another almighty perſon, is neither 
rational nor ſcriptural; and js in truth a denying either of 
the perſons to be almighty: for an almighty perſon can 
neither need, nor receive the aid qr concurrence of any 
other, in a way of powerful operation; there being no 
place for any other to work, becauſe he himſelf is al- 
mighty : but for one almighty perſon to work by ſuitable 
means, and inſtruments which he hath ſovereignly choſen, 
and hath in his divine wiſdom provided, to accompliſh his 
own moſt holy purpoſes, is agreeable both to reaſon, and 
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revelation-; and the only reaſon which the ſcripture gives, 
why God created all things, and reconciles all things to 
Himſelf, by his firſt- begotten Son Jeſus Chrift, is this; 
viz. becauſe © it pleafed the Father that in him ſhould all 
fulneſs dwell,” Col..i. 19, 20. Moreover, when God 
would work miracles, and convert fouls. to himſelf by the 
apoſtles miniſtry, he poured out upon them of his own 
Spirit, even a meaſure of that Spirit which he had firſt 


given to Chriſt without meaſure, and this he likewiſe did 


Da by the hand and miniſtration of Chriſt, not without him ; 
by whom, faith the' apoſtle, we have received grace and 
apoſtleſhip, &e. ©* for of his fulneſs do we all receive, 
and grace for grace: when therefore any proper perſon is 
ſaid to work by another, it always means, as is above de- 
 clared, that the perſon by whom another works, is either 
greater or it than himſelf, and is never a co-equal : and if 
the Holy Spirit be anather proper perſon diflint from 
God, as ſome ſuppoſe, then the Spirit muſt be a perſon 
inferior to God, becauſe he is ſaid to work by his Spirit: 
but we believe that the Holy Spirit is neither in nature, nor 
perſon different from God the Father ; which I think the 
ſcripture plainly ſhews, and the following texts do ſuffi- 
ciently prove it. Now HE which ftabliſheth us in 
Chriſt, and hath anointed us, is God, who hath alſo ſealed 
us, and given the earneſt of the Spirit in our hearts,” 
2 Cor. i. 21, 22. And again, “Ve are ſanctified, ye are 
juſtified, in the name of the Lord Jeſus Chriſt, and by the 
Spirit of our God,” 1 Cor. vi. 11. which Holy Spirit, 
God hath given to them that obey him,” Acts. v. 32. 
And in the ſame manner as he quickens, and renews our 
ſouls by Chriſt, through the power of his eternal Spirit ; 

{0 
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ſo will he likewiſe raiſe up, and change our mortal bodies 


at the laſt day. "This i is manifeſt from, theſe ſcriptures— 
« He which raiſed up the Lord Jeſus, ſhall raiſe up us 
alſo by Jeſus,” 2 Cor. iv. 14. « God bath both raiſed 


up the Lord, and will raiſe up us alſo by his own power,” 
x Cor, vi. 14. © If the Spirit of Hin that raiſed up 
Jeſus from the dead, dwell in you; HE that raiſed up 


Chriſt from the dead, ſhall alſo quicken your .mortal be- 
dies, 2y His Spirit that dwelleth in you,” Rom, viii. 11, 


& According to the working of his mighty power, which 
he wrought in Chriſt when he raiſed him from the dead,” 
Eph. i. 19, 20. | 


* 


ARG. 6. Our Saviour is frequently called Jehovah 


in the Old Teſtament, and thereby the ſelf· exiſtence of 


the divine nature is aſcribed to him. Thus the prophet 
Iſa. xliii. 11. I, even 1, am Jehovah, and beſides me there is 
no Saviour, "There was no Jeſus, no Saviour but Jeho- 
vah ; therefore Jehovah and Jeſus are one. And again 
we read, ch. xlix. 26. A! fleſh ſhall know, that 7 Jehovah 
am thy Saviour and thy Redeemer, the mighty one of Jacob. 
And the prophet Jeremiah, I. 34. ſays, Their Redeemer 
is frong, Jebovab of hofts is bis name—The name Jehovah 
belongs to the Redeemer, it is his incommunicable title ; 


and fince it is agreed on all hands, that Jehovah ſignifies 
tde ſelf-exiſtent eflence, conſequently Jeſus Chriſt is ſelf- 


exiſtent, for he is Jehovah. This argument is s think 
very clear and full, and the force of it may be thus ſummed 
up: Jehovah is ſelf-exiſtent, but Jeſus Chriſt is Jehovah, 


therefore he is ſelf-exiſtent.” p. 9, 10. 


ANS, 


1 

Axs. 6. I marvel that you ſhould think your argument 
to be „ clear and full,“ though I am glad to find that 
you only think ſo, for in my humble opinion it is quite 
the reverſe: **. Jehovah, you ſay, is ſelf-exiſtent.“ In 
this we agree: — you add, but Jeſus Chrift is Jehovah.” 
In this we differ : — you attempt to prove it: in what 
manner? Why thus; „Our Saviour is frequently called 
Jehovah,” Iſa. xliii. &c. But this, my dear Sir, is begging 


the queſtion it is the point to be proved, whereas you have 
taken it for granted, without any proof: for how do you 


know that the perſon who there ſaith, I even I am Jehovab, 
js Jeſus Chriſt: it is indeed plain that the ſpeaker, whoever 
he be, is but one ſingle perſon, and that every other perſon is 
thereby excluded from being the one Jehovah. Now we 
believe that the perſon who there ſaith, I, even I, am Jeho- 
vah, &c, is not Jeſus Chriſt, but God the Father : and 
this I ſhall endeavour to prove by the following argu- 
ments: 1. The very name Jeſus Chriſt denies him to be 
Jehovah z for Jeſus Chriſt is that perſon whom. Jehovah 
hath anointed, and ſent to be the Saviour of the world, 
and is therefore diſtinguiſhed from Jehovah ; ſee Pſ. ii. 2. 
Acts iv. 20, 27. belides, the perſon anointing, and ſending, 
cannot be the ſame with the perſon anointed and ſent ; but I E- 
HOVAH is the perſon anointing and ſending, and Ixsus CHRIST 
the perſon anointed, and ſent; therefore the true Jeſus Chriſt 
is not Jehovah. 2. The perſon who in this chapter ſaith, 
« am Jehovah,” is undoubtedly the ſame that had ſaid in 
the preceding chapter, I Jehovah have called thee in 
righteouſneſs, and will hold thine hand, and will keep 
thee, and give thee for a covenant of the people, for a 
light of the Gentiles ;” and it is agreed on all hands, that 


I the 


13 
the one Jehovah, who ſpeaks in this text, is God the Fa- 


cher, and that the perſon to whom he there ſpeaks, is Jeſus 


Chriſt ; therefore not Jeſus Chriſt, þut God the Father, 
is Jehovah our Saviour. 3. We are plainly told that God 
the Father, is God out Saviour, and, as ſuch, he is alſo 


diſtinguiſhed from Jeſys Chriſt; ſee 1 Tim. i. 1. ch. ii. 


3 5. Tit. i. 3, 4. ch. ii. 4, 6. Thus the ſcripture makes 
makes it clear and certain that, as all our ſalvation is by 
Jeſus Chriſt ; ſo all our falvation is of God the Father; and 
even Chriſt himſelf, as our $ayiour, is of the Father alfo : 
therefore it undeniably follows, that He who ſaith, & I, even 
1, am Jehovah, and beſides me there is no Saviour,” is God 
the Father. 4. The apoſtles teſtify, that JeHovan the 
Gop of Abraham, who ſpake by the prophets, is not Jeſus 
.Chriſt, but his Father.“ The God of Abraham, of Iſaac, 
and of Jacob, the God of our fathers, hath glorified his 
Son,” &c. AQs iii. 13. The God of our fathers hath 
raiſed up his Son Jeſus,” ch. v. 31, © God, who ſpake 
in times paſt unto the fathers by the prophets, hath in 
theſe laſt days ſpoken unto us by his Son,” Heb. i. 1, 2. 
Therefore it is moſt clearly and fully proved, that the texts 
which you haye cited, muſt relate to, and were ſpoken byGod 
the Father: and as the name JEHoOVAH, is incommunica- 
ble, which you yourſelf alſo allow; then, it cannot be given 


properly and abſolutely to any other perſon, Jehovah, you 


further tell us, ſignifies, the ſe/f-exi/tent 2ſence : but I beg 


leave to differ from you: Jehovah is a perſonal name *, 


and 
* 6 (YT? Febouab, He that is, the name of the divine eſſence ſubſiſting in three 
perſons, the 1 is formative as in other proper names, Parkhurft, Lex, It is 
plain from this note how the moſt able, and accurate writers contradict them- 
ſelves, when treating of this ſubject; for if Jehovah be a perſonal name, He 
ys E that 
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and doth not expreſs any kind of eſſence, but denotes an 
intelligent Being, or perſon ſubſiſting, and is rightly ren- 
dered, He that is: every Being indeed, exiſts in ſome kind 
of nature or eſſence, and the divine Being exiſts in his own 
divine nature : but the name Jehovah doth not expreſs 
his particular nature, but his perſonal Being or exiſtence 
only,—Your argument, throughout the whole of it, is in- 
tirely built upon the ſuppoſition that no perſon or Being is 
called Jeſus, or is ſaid to ſave us, except Jehovah only: 
but this is a gieat miſtake, for Jehovah is often ſaid to 
raiſe up ſaviours for his people, and to ſave us by them. 
And we are exhorted by the apoſtles both to ſave ourſelves, 
and one another, Acts ii, 40. 1 Tim. iv. 16. James v. 
20. therefore the ſalvation of ſinners is in ſome ſenſe aſcribed 
to Beings who are not Jehovah : many perſons likewiſe 
are called Jeſus, i. e. a Saviour, beſides Jehovah : thus 
Moſes called the fon of Nun, Jehoſhua, or Joſhua, Num. 
xiii. 16, whoſe name in the Greek tongue is Jeu; and 
therefore in the New Teſtament the ſame Joſhua, is again 
and again, called Jeſus : ſee Acts vii. 45. and Heb. iv. 8. 
and not only Joſhua, but many other perſons, have 
been called by that name: Aden raiſed up judges 


x 
that is, as Mr, Parkhurſt rightly renders it; it cannot be a name of 


the divine eſſence, for then it ſhould be rendered, that which is, and if it 
reſpect three perſons in the eſſence, it muſt be plural, and ought to be ren- 
dered, they that are. Therefore, in my humble opinion, it clearly follows, ei- 
ther that Jehovah is not a perſonal noun, —or it is not rightly rendered, « He 
that is, —or elſe there are not three perſons in the Serine eſſence - But 
Mr. Romaine, and Mr, Parkhurſt are men eminently learned, and critics 
in the Hebrew tongue, and if Iam miſtaken in this matter, they can eaſily ſet 
me right, and I wiſh alſo to learn from them: yet they muſt excuſe me from 
receiving their Tpſe dixit when it contains a palpable contradiction, and is alſs 
evidently contrary both to ſcripture, and common lenſe.n' Great men are nat 


always wiſe, Job xxxii, 9. h 
whic 


7 * 1 11 


14 


which delivered,” or ſaved his people Iſrael, Judges ii. 
16. and again, when the children of Iſrael cried unto 
Jehovah ; Jehovah raiſed up a deliverer, or Saviour, to the 
children of Iſrael, who delivered, or ſaved them,” ch. iii, 
9. and in the latter days he promiſed to“ ſend them a 
Saviour, and a great one, and he, faith God, ſhall deliver 


them,“ Iſa, xix. 20. The Saviour promiſed in this place 


is plainly Jeſus Chriſt ; “ for we have ſeen, ſaith John, and 
do teſtify, that the Father ſent the Son to be the Saviour 
of the world,” 1 John iv. 14. and it is clear alſo, that both 
Joſhua, and the Judges, were types of Chriſt, and therefore 
each of them was called eſus, or a Saviour, becauſe by them 
Jehovah ſaved his people Iſrael : the prophet Qbadiah alſo 
ſpeaks of more Saviours than one, ver. 21. who ſeem to be 
no other than thoſe referred to, in the texts above cited from 
the New Teſtament. As then many perſons beſides Je- 
hovah are called Jeſus, and are ſaid to fave us; your argu- 


ment proves nothing: for though Chriſt be called Jeſus, 


and is truly the Saviour of men, that is no proof of his 
being Jehovah, becauſe other perſons who are not Jeho- 
vah, are in the ſcripture called Jeſus, i. e. a Saviour, 


2. Your miſtake is further manifeſt from hence alſo ; viz, 
that the name Jeſus was given to Chriſt by Jehovah, and was 
not given to him becauſe he is Jehovah, but becauſe he was 
anointed and ſent by him to ſave his people from their ſins, 
Matt. i. 21. Luke iv. 18. Acts iv. 12. therefore, as the ſcrip- 
ture further teſtifies, the God of Iſrael, who is the only true 
Jehovah, both ſent and raiſed up his Son, Jeſus Chriſt, to 
a Saviour; and gave him the name Jeſus, on that very 
account: ſee John viii. 42. Acts xiii. 23. Phil. ii. 9, 10. 
1 John iv. 14. How then, it may be faid, doth the pro- 

E 2 phet 
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phet declare there is no Saviour befides Jenovan? The 
reaſon is plain; becauſe there never was, is, nor can be 
any true and effectual deliverer, or Saviour of men, be- 
ſides thoſe particular perſons, whom Jehovah himſelf, at 
different times, and on ſpecial occaſions, hath Taiſed up, 
and inveſted with authority, and power for that very pur- 
poſe; the perſon likewiſe ſo raiſed up did not, nor could of 
bimſelf, fave the people; but Jehovah, who raiſed him 
up to be a Saviour, was always with him, and ſaved 
the people by him: and therefore Jehovah faith truly, 
« there is no Saviour beſides me:“ how plain is this mat- 
ter declared, and how fully is it teſtified in the ſcripture! 
and how eaſy to be underſtood ! and if any one, who pro- 
feſſes to regatd the feriptates as the true ſayings of God, 
pretend not yet to fee it there; I think it can only be 
imputed to deeply rooted prejudice, or wilful blindneſs, 
In this manner God delivered his people of old, when 
He ſaved them with a temporal ſalvation by the hands 
of Mofes, Joſhua, and the Judges, &c. &c. who were 
all types of Chriſt chat was to come after; by whom, 
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| under the goſpel, the fame God now delivers and ſaves 
J his people with an eternal ſalvation : this truth is moſt 
| clearly and fully declared by the inſpired writers; but give 
q mee leave to cite a few more paſſages on this head“ Moſes 


ſuppoſed his brethren would have underſtood how that God 
by his hand would deliver them; but they underſtood not,” 
Acts vii. 25. yet © this Moſes, whom they refuſed, faying, 
Who made thee a ruler and a judge? the ſame did God 
ſend to be a ruler and a deliverer by the hand of the an- 
J gel which appeared to him in the buſh, ver. 35. And 
| again, the ſcripture ſaith, ** When the Loxp raiſed them up 
| | | TY | $29 jucdges, 
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judges, then the Lonxp was with the judge, and delivered 
them out of the hands of their enemies, Judges ii. 18. in 
like manner when God raiſed up his Son Jeſus to be our 
Saviour, God was with him, and ſaves us by him: therefore 
Chriſt himſelf, in the moſt ſolemn manner, declared, that 
he did nothing of himſelf, but as his Father had taught 
him;” he adds, © and he that ſent me is with me: the 
Father hath not left me alone, for I do always thofe things 
that pleaſe him, John viii, 28, 29. Thus © all things ave 
of God, who hath reconciled us to himſelf by Jeſus Cbriſi: 
«Neither is there ſalvation in any other, for there is no other 
name under heaven given among men, whereby we muſt 
be ſaved.” Of this Jehovah, and his Chriſt, Zacharias 
propheſied and ſpake, when he ſaid, ©* Bleſſed be the 
Lord God of Iſrael, for he hath viſited and redeemed his 
people, and hath raiſed up à horn of ſalvation for us, in the 
houſe of his ſervant David ; as he ſpake by the mouth of his 
holy prophets which have been ſince the world began: 
that we ſhould be ſaved from our enemies, and from the 
hand of all that hate us,” Luke i, 68—71, Ic js there- 
fore manifeſt that Jehovah, God the Father, is our Sa- 
viour in one reſpect; and his Son Jeſus Chriſt, is our 
Saviour in another reſpect: for Jehovah ſaves us not by 
giving himſelf, but by giving his own Son to die for us, and 
by putting his Spirit upon him, and upholding him: but 
Chriſt, God's anointed Son, ſaves us, not by giving an- 
other, but by giving himſelf, and by laying down his life 
for us, according to the will of God, even the Father. 


. i 2014 

3. Ir theſe ſcriptures to which you have referred us be 
ſpoken of Chriſt, they will prove him to be the F ather : - 
for Jehovah the God of Abraham, who ſpake by the 


prophets, 
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_ prophets, is the Father, as is certain from John viii. 57, 


58. Acts iii, 13. Heb, i. 1, 2, &c. &c, and on this 
ground I would aſk Mr. Romaine theſe plain queſtions : 
Firſi, If Jeſus Chriſt be indeed Jehovah, who then is that 
perſon, whom the ſcripture calls JEHov an's Chrift, and the 
Lord's anointed ? fee Pf. ii. 2. Luke ii. 26. Acts iv. 26. 
Secondly, If Jeſus Chriſt be the one Jehovah, who then is 
that perſon whom the ſcripture calls the Gop of Chri/l : and 
the Heap of Chriſi, Eph. i. 17. 1 Cor. xi. 3. if it be ſaid 
that the name Chriſt ſometimes means the divine nature, 
or a divine perſon ; and at other times means the human 
nature, or a human perſon ; I beg leave to deny it. We, for 
-our part, believe that both the very ſame nature, and the 
very ſame perſon, is always intended, and meant by the term 
or name Chriſt, when it is ſpoken of the true Meſſiah (for 


many other perſons are called Chriſt, or the Lokxp's anoin- 


ted, in ſcripture, becauſe they were types of the true Chri/?, 
1 Sam, xxvi. 11. Ifa. xlv. 1. Lam. iv. 20.) nor doth the 
ſcripture ever mention any diſtinction of nature in the 
perſon of Chriſt, but what reſpects his rational ſpirit, and 
that human body which God prepared for him he was the 
Chriſt of God before he came into the world, and when he 
was in the world; and now he is departed out of the world 
unto the Father, he is ſtill the Chriſt of God: he is the very 
ſame perſon in all places and in all conditions, whether as a 
pure ſpitit, or incarnate; whether in his humiliation on 
earth, or in his exaltation in heaven; whether hanging on 
a croſs, or ſitting on the right hand of God, Pſ. x. 17. 
Prov. viii. 23. 2 Cor. xiii. 4. 2 Tim, i. 9. 1 John iv. 2, 
Heb.-xiii. 8. and the apoſtle tells us very plainly why Chriſt 
the worD-was made fleſh ; ſee Heb, ii. 14, 17, To me 
ONS oy ries 29 therefore 
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therefore it ſeems evident from the ſcripture, that whoever 
affirms of Chriſt, that he is JEHovan the Living Gop ; 


doth thereby moſt certainly deny him to be the true Chrift 


and the true Son of Gop : nor is this truth at all affected 


by what any one may imagine, or ſay of the eſſence, or 


generation of Chriſt; for it is undeniably true, that as the 


ſcripture teſtifies there is but one living and true God; fo 
it equally teſtifies that Jeſus of Nazareth is hi Son, and 


his Chriſt, 


4. IF the texts you have quoted be ſpoken of the Son, 
as you ſuppoſe, then the Father is not Jehovah, nor the 
Saviour at all, for it is evident that the prophets ſpeak all 
along of one ſingle perſon : , even J, am Jehovah, and 
befides me there is no Saviour,” &c. therefore there is no 
Saviour who is JEHOVAH, befides that perſon who ſpeaks 


in the text: ſo that your doQrine plainly denies the Fa- 
ther to be Jehovah, our Saviour: and hence it comes to 


paſs, that he who denieth the Son, denieth the Father 
alſo. The common opinion, that the name JEHov An ſig- 
nifies the divine nature, and not the DIVINE, BEING, a8 
perſonally ſubſiſting,, is a great miſtake z for I will engage to 


prove that the name Jehovah always denotes what we 
mean by a proper perſon, viz. one ſingle intelligent agent, 


This, I ſay, I will engage to prove by every note, er: charac- 
ter whereby we uſually prove, or can prove, any Being in heauen 
or carth, to be a proper perſon: and if ſo, then the name Jeho- 
vah never ſignifies the ab/trat? nature, or eſſence of God, but 


always means a proper divine perſon ; and the ſcripture con- 


ſtantly declares, that He, JeHovan, is but one perſon 
only. It is common in our day for certain preachers to tell 
- WE | | their 
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their hearers that Chriſt is JxeHovan Jxsus: they may 
think perhaps that they have ſcripture warrant for it from 
ſome ſuch texts as are now under conſideration: but I 
hope it hath been made plainly to appear, that JeEHovan 
Ixsus in thoſe texts doth not mean Chri/f?, but Gop the 
FATHER ; and fo it always means throughout the ſcrip- 
ture : if then the unlearned hearer would not wiſh to be 
impoſed upon and deceived, I exhort him, whenever he 
hears JEHovan JEsus mentioned, always to underſtand 
by it, God the Father ; for in ſcripture it never means any 
other perſon ; and if the preacher apply it to any other, 
he either miſtakes, or perverts the text. 
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ARG. 7. In this ſenſe our Lord ſays in the text, If 
ye believe not that I Au, that Jehovah is in me of a 
truth, ye ſhall die in your fins,” I am cannot relate to 
his created being: all the ſophiſtry of Arianiſm and Soci- 
nianiſm cannot wreſt the words to ſuch a ſenſe, becauſe 
the Jews could not but believe that he exiſted, when they 
heard him ſay, I am,” The tranſlators have done great 
injury to this ſcripture by inſerting the word he, I am be, 
which is not in the original, and by puttihg it in they 
have deftroyed both the ſenſe of the paſſage, and alſo the 
force of the argument: for I Au he ought to refer to 
ſomething ſaid : but it has no reference, no ſort of con- 
nection, either with what goes before or follows after.” 
p. 10, IT. 
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Ans, 7. In my humble opinion, the tranſlators have 
not deſtroyed, but have given the true ſenſe of the paſſage, 
and that fox this very reaſon, becauſe / am, refers to ſome- 
| I thing 
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thing ſaid : I am indeed aſtoniſhed how you could venture 
to affirm, that the expreſſion, I am, in this text, “has 10 
reference, no fort of connection either with what goes before, or 
follows after.“ Dr. Guyſe, a learned and judicious expo- 
ſitor, is of a quite contrary opinion: his expoſition of the 
text is as follows, And therefore I told you, (ver. 21.) 
that ye ſhall utterly and dreadfully periſh for, and in your 
iniquities; and particularly your unbelief; which leaves 
you under the power of all other ſins : for if through the 
carnality, hardaeſs, and impenitence of your hearts, ye 
will not believe that I am he who ſhould come a light 
into the world, (ver. 12.) as the only Saviour ; there is no 
help, or hope but that ye muſt be cut off in your fine, by 
the righteous vengeance of God upon your city, and na- 
tion in this world ; and by a ſtill more terrible deſtruction, 
in the world to come,” In a note, he adds, ** That I 
AM be, is in the Greek, that I Au, which ſome ſuppoſe 
refers to that name of God (Exod. iii. 14.) where he 
calls himſelf I AM; but in this place it rather ſeems to 
be an elliptical form of ſpeech with reſpe& to his being 
the Meſſiah, as this very expreſſion is undoubtedly to be 
underſtood (Mark xiii. 6.) Many ſhall come in my name, 
faying, that J am, i, e. the Chrift; and (Ads xiii. 25.) 
John ſaid, I am not. i. e. he, or the Meſſiah,” The 
doctor, you ſee, though a man of your own party, yet in 
this particular he witneſſes againſt you: and I much 
queſtion if ever any perſon before Mr. Romaine hath ſo 
much as imagined, what you have here moſt confidently 
aſſerted.— wonder how we ſhall know when words have 
a connection with what goes before or follows after, if 
theſe do not: is it not plainly one intire conneQted diſ- 
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courſe between Chriſt and the Jews, from ver. 12 to ver. 
29 ? For when Chriſt had ſaid to them, ver, 24. If ye 
believe not that / am (he) ye ſhall die in your ſins;” did 
they not immediately reply, I ho art thou #” and can any 
thing more plainly ſhew the connection? Beſides, if Chriſt 
had here called himſelf Jehovah, would not the Jews have 
underſtood him? were they ignorant of their own lan- 
guage? and would they not alſo have ſtoned him ? It is to 
me unaccountably ſtrange how you could thus miſtake, 
and miſrepreſent the ſacred text: is it not a ſign that your 
cauſe is bad, it it ſtand in need of ſuch ſophiſtry ? “I am, 
you ſay, cannot relate to his created being, becauſe the 
Jews could not but believe that he exitted when they 
heard him ſay I am:“ and of that they might have been as 
fully convinced by their ſeeing, or feeling, as well as by 
their hearing: but doth not 8 e, 1 am, ſometimes oc- 
cur in ſcripture in an elliptical form, or as an imperſet? 
ſpeech, the true meaning whereof cannot be aſcertained, 
unleſs ſomething be underſtood, or added to it? nay, 
it is not certain that the words «yw 54.4 are ever uſed in 
your ſenſe of them, that is, as denoting bare exi/tence. 
Exod. iii. 14. is no proof of it, which we ſhall endea- 
deavour to ſhew, by-and-by. But you inſinuate, that 
when Chriſt ſaid 7 am, the expreſſion could only relate to 
his ſanple being, or ſelf-exiflence : whereas it molt generally, 
if not always, reſpects ſomething elſe, and is only in- 
tended to point out, or declare the identity of the per- 
ſon, about whom the inquiry is made. - Is not then 
your arguing artful and evaſive ? or is fallacious reaſon- 
ing, ſophiſtry in a unitarian only, and not in 4 trini- 
tarian alſo? The apoſtle tells us, that the man who 

I judgeth 


1 
judgeth another, condemns himſelf ; when he himſelf doth 
the ſame things. To me then it appears plain and cer- 
tain, that when Chriſt ſaid to the Jews, I am, he thereby 
told them, and intended to declare, that he was the very 


per ſon promiſed of God in the holy ſcriptures, and therein 


deſcribed, and well known by the name, and character of the 
Meſſiah, Son of David, Son of man, Son of God—the he 
that ſhould come the true CHRIST ; whom the Jews were 
then looking for, but did not yet know, or elſe would not 
believe, that HE was that very perſon, the true Meſſiah : 
therefore the pronoun he is neceſſarily underſtood, and is 
well ſupplied by the tranſlators : which I hope will more 
fully appear from the conſideration of a few other texts: 
for our Lord made uſe of a fimilar mode of ſpeech, ch. iv, 
26. to the woman of Samaria: did the woman underſtand 
thereby that he called himſelf Jehovah ? Nothing leſs ; hear 
what ſhe ſaith, ver, 29. Come fee à man that told me all 
things, that ever I did, is not this the Chi? She knew 
very well when he ſaid to her, © I that ſpeak unto thee am 
he, that he thereby declared himſelf to be the Chriſt, and as 
ſuch ſhe believed on him, and that not, as Jehovah, but as 
a man; who is the true Chrifl, the promiſed ſeed of the 
women, of Abraham, and of David —The man alſo born 
blind, whoſe eyes Chriſt had opened, makes uſe of the 
very ſame expreſſion, ch. ix, 9. and as the words are ex- 
actly the ſame, there is no more reaſon, from the bare form 


of the expreſſim, to ſuppoſe that when Chriſt ſaid I am, he 


called himſelf Jehovah, than there is to ſuppoſe it of the 
blind man, when he ſaid I am, for the word he is not in 
the original. Our Lord frequently made uſe of the very 


ſane expreſſion ; but always with reference to ſome perſon, 
1 or 
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or character before- mentioned, to which the words con- 
ſtantly refer; thus in John xviii. 4, 5, 6. when he had 
aſked his betrayers, Whom ſeek ye?“ and they had an- 
ſwered, Jeſus of Nazareth, Jeſus ſaid unto them, I am,” 
i. e. I am the very perſon, that ſame Jeſus of Nazareth, 
whom ye ſeek, ver. 8. Likewiſe when the high prieſt aſked 
Jeſus, ** Art thou the Chriſt the Son of the bleſſed ? ” 
« Jeſus ſaid, I am,” Mark xiv. 61, 62. i. e. I am he, I am 
the Chriſt, the Son of the bleſſed God: compare alſo 
Mark xiii. 6. with Matthew xxiv. 5. But when he ſaid, 
J am, John viii. 58. the preſent tenſe ſeems to be uſed for 
the preter, as in ch, iii. 13. and xii. 17. and is, as if he had 
ſaid, I had a being before Abraham, which was the pointin 
queſtion ; but the words do by no means declare his par- 
ticular kind of being, or nature. It is alſo probable, that 
he then ſpake of himſelf, as the perſon whom God had 
choſen, and anointed to.be the Saviour of men, not only 
before Abraham was, but alſo before the world was ; and 
that, as ſuch, Abraham believed in him, rejoiced to fee his 
day, and was glad, And wherezs he ſuſtained the ſame 
character and office in all ages, viz, that of the ansinied Sa- 
viour, as his name, Jeſus Chriſt, imports, ſee Heb. xiii. 8. 
therefore he might with propriety ſay I am, i. e. I am 
that perſon whom God anointed and ſet up from ever- 
laſting, to be the Saviour of ſinners, and now in the 
fulneſs of time he hath ſent me into the world for 
that very purpoſe. Prov. viii. 23. Mic, v. 2. Gal. iv. 4, 5. 
But it is evident from verſes 54, 55. that Chriſt did 
not declare himſelf to be the God of the Jews, or ſay 
that he was Jehovah, nor do his words at all mean it ; 
and that he never did it, ſeems plain to me even from this 
ſingle conſideration, viz. that when his enemies ſought 


for 
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for falſe witneſſes againſt him to put him to death, they 
neyer once charged him with it; which doubtleſs they 
would not failed to have done, if he ever had ſaid it: for 
although ſome of the more ignorant among the multi- 
tude pretended once, and again, to put that meaning on his 
words, and therefore ſought to ſtone him as a blaſ- 
phemer (and there is no doubt but his enemies in power 
were fully informed of it;) yet the high prieſt and rulers 
bring no ſuch accuſation againſt him : for they very well 
knew that when he called God “ his own Father,” he did 
not make himſelf equal with God; and that when he ſaid, 
« ] and the Father are one,” he did not thereby make him- 
ſelf God, and that perſons who were capable of drawing ſuch 
in{erences from his words, muſt be extremely weak or pre- 
judiced; which Chriſt himſelf alſo, in his anſwers to them, 
hath clearly ſhewn and demonſtrated ; ſee John v. 19—30. 
ch. x. 32—38. and therefore Caiaphas and his aſſociates, 
when they ſat in judgment upon Chriit, tho' they endea- 
vourcd to fix upon him the charge of blaſphemy, yet never 
ſo much as pretended that he called himſelf God. But to 
proceed :—our Lord's meaning, in ver. 24. of this chapter, 
is further evident from ver. 28. wherein he plainly refers 
to what he had before ſpoken in ver. 24. for there he had 
ſaid, © If ye believe not that I am, ye ſhalb die in your 
ſins;“ and in ver 28. he faith, “ When ye have lift up 
the ſon of man, then ſhall ye know that 7 am,” and that 
I do nothing of myſelf, The word be is not in the ori- 
ginal in either of the texts, but is rightly ſupplied in our 
tranſlation: and you can with no more truth, or ſhew of 
reaſon apply the words / am, to Chriſt, as Jehovah, in 
ver. 24. than you can in ver. 28. but in this laſt paſſage 
he declares that the © / am, whom he there ſpeaks of, did 
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nothing of himſelf 3” and as you cannot with any propriety, 
or truth apply this to a ſelf-exiſtent perſon ; it clearly 
follows, that Chriſt could neither ſpeak nor mean it 
of ſuch a perſon : and therefore the pronoun hz, or 
the Chriſt, is neceſſarily underſtood, and 'ought to be 
ſupplied in this paſſage. — But happily for the ſake 
of truth, as Dr. Ridgley fpeaks of ſome other trinita- 
rians, you ſeem to have overturned both your own doc- 
trine, and argument : for you plainly interpret Chriſt's ex- 
preſſion, I am, to mean the ſame, and no more, than if 
he had ſaid, IEHO VA is in me.“ here you ſpeak right, 
both rational and ſcriptural, and declare the very ſame 
thing that we believe, and are contending for ; but there 
is a wide difference between a perſon's ſaying **I am Jeno- 
VAH,” or I am SELF-EXISTENT ;” and ſaying ** JEHo- 
VAH is in me;“ for the latter expreſſion plainly declares, 
that not he himſelf, but the per/on in him, was JEHOVAH : to 
this part, then, of your doctrine we agree, as being the 
truth of God, though not the meaning of this text, 
And if it be not what you intended in the paſſage before us, 
yet I am certain it is the ſenſe of your words: for after you 
have cited ſeveral texts from the prophets, in order to prove 
that Chriſt is Jehovah, as Iſa. xliii. 11, &c, &c. you im- 
mediately add, in this ſenſe our Lord ſays in the text, If 
ye believe not that Tam, that JEHoVAH is ia me, of a truth, 
ye (hall die,” &c. Now by our Lord,” you cannot here 
mean Jehovab, becauſe you ſay Jehovah is in him; therefore 
by the expreſſion, our Lord, you muſt mean the man Chriſb 
Jeſus, who, according to your ideas, not mine, is a mere 
creature. Therefore, after all that you have ſaid about the 
matter, your words, and arguing, in my opinion, only 

declare, 
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declare, and ſerve to prove, that our Lord Jeſus Chriſt is 
a created being, and that he was in no other ſenſe Jeho- 
vah, but as he had Jebovah in him; and that all the texts 
which you have quoted from the Old Teſtament have no 
other meaning in them: and here I agree with you in 
every point but this; viz. your reckoning our Lord Jeſus 
Chriſt to be a mere created being; but we ſay he was begotten, 
not made, Col. i. 15: for elſe we are both agreed in be- 
lieving, and teaching that Jehovah was in him, But as 
Chriſt conſtantly declared that the perſon who dwelt in 
him was the FATHER, and you ſay the perſon in him was 
JEnov An, therefore I infer that the Father of Chriſt is 
Is RHoVAU, and that there is none other but BE; for [ 
take it for granted that Mr, Romaine firmly believes, there 
is but one JEHOY AH. 


ARG. 8. When God ſent Moſes to the Iſraelites 
with this divine name I Au; and when Chriſt, who never 
ſcrupled to call himſelf God, aſſumed the ſame name I am, 
certainly the ſame words ſpoken on the ſame ſubject, muſt 
convey the ſame idea of ſelf-exiſtence.“ p. 12, 


Ans. 8. I am that I am, Exod. iii. 14. is not an 
exact tranſlation of the original, as you very well know; 
nor doth our verſion, in my opinion, expreſs its true 
meaning, The Hebrew ns wn wn properly ren- 
dered is, © I WILL BE that I WILL BR,“ which words 
plainly declare ſomething future, and they evidently point 
at the deliverance of the children of Iſrael, and that in 


conſequence of the covenant which God had made with 
their fathers. The divine ſovereignty alſo may be intended 
by them, for it is written of the moſt high God, that“ he 

worketh 
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worketh all things after the counſel of his own will,” 
and hence he ſaith, I will have mercy on whom I will 
have mercy.” I conceive therefore thav the word mn 
J will be, is no proper name of the DIVINE BEING, nor is 
intended to declare his /e/f-exi/fence; but rather the ſove- 
reignty of his will, and the ſtability of his covenant, T he 
words may I think be thus paraphraſed : ** I will be that 
to Abraham and his ſeed, which I will be, and have 
promiſed to be, My counſel ſhall ſtand, and I will do 
all my pleaſure. I have entered into covenant with 
them, and I will inviolably keep it: I have ſworn to 
bleſs them, and I will ſurely perform it : no unworthi- 
neſs of theirs ſhall hinder it—no oppoſition of their ene- 
mies ſhall prevent it. I will ſurely have mercy on my 
people, and will be exalted in their ſalvation; I will alſo 
harden the Egyptians, and will be exalted in their de- 
ſtruction. Go therefore and tell the Iſraelites, I WILL. 
BE that I WILL BE:“ I will faithfully perform my ancient 
promiſes unto Abraham, Iſaac, and Jacob, to whom I 
have ſworn by my great name, that I will be a God unto 
them, and to their ſeed after them: I have ſpoken it, and 
I will do it.” This I take to be the ſenſe of the paſſage ; 
for it evidently relates to the performance of God's cove- 
nant, which he had made with Abraham, and with his ſeed 
for ever—ſce Gen. xv. 13, 14, 18. ch. xlvi. 3, 4. 
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THAT the word is not uſed for a proper name, nor 
intended to expreſs the ſelf. exiſtence of the divine Being, 
appears plain tv me for theſe reaſons: 1. Becauſe the 
Hebrew word nm I twill be, is not a noun, but a verb; 
but all proper names are nouns : the Seventy, it is true, 


have 
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have rendered the words «yw eu 3 , © I n, HE THAT 
is,” but this Greek verſion is not an exact tranſlation 
of the Hebrew the Greek indeed makes ſenſe of the 
words, which, as I conceive, the Engliſh doth not: for if 
a perſon ſay in our tongue, I am that I am:“ have the 
words any determinate meaning, or is there any ſenſe in 
them, unleſs ſomething be ſupplied, or underſtood ? for 
ſtill it muſt be aſked, What, or who art thou ? But if the 
words in our Engliſh verſion have no proper meaning 
in them, then it is certain they do not give us the ſenſe of 
the original, 


2. Thar God did not intend thereby to declare his 
divine name, as the ſelf-exiſtent God, is further plain to 
me from the words immediately following, which are 
theſe—"* And thus ſhalt thou ſay unto the children of 
Iſrael, JeHovan, the Gop of your Fathers, &c, hath 
ſent me unto you: This is my name for ever, and this is my 
memorial unto all generations,” ver. 15, 16. but this name 
is not the word nm 7 will be, but mm JeHovAan, 


3. Wurd Moſes went to ſpeak unto the children of 
Iſrael, he did not once make uſe of the word mju as the 
name of God, but conſtantly made uſe of the name IR- 
HOVAH : Now can it be imagined, if mis had been that 
name of God, by which Moſes was to make him known 
to the Iſraelites, that he would not ſo much as once have 
mentioned it as ſuch ? 


4. Ir is I think unreaſonable to ſuppoſe mn to be one 


of the proper names of the God of Iſcael, for ] do not 
G find 


1 
find that the. prophets have at any time made uſe of it, as 
the name of God, throughout the Old Teſtament; they 
never uſe the word ma as the name of the God of their fa- 
thers, but they always fay ni IEHOVAH— “ JEROVAH is 
his memariul, that is to fay, Jehovah is that peculiar in- 
communicable name of the true God, whereby he is 
dillinguiſhed from all gods, and from all other beings 
both in heaven and earth, “ Jehovah is Gop of gods and 
Lokp of lords,” Deur. x. 17. Neither were the words of 
Chriſt in John viii. 24. ſpoken (as Mr. Romaine hath - 
ſuppoſed) of the ſame ſubject, as thoſe were in Exod. iii. 
14. which I think muſt be manifeſt to every conſiderate 
reader, who will take the pains to compare the two paſſ- 
ages together. And for a perfon fimply to fay J am, 
ſeems to me an imperfect ſentence, void of meaning; and 
therefore, in order to make ſenſe of it, ſome other word ought 
to be underſtood, tho' not expreſſed; unleſs ĩt refer to fome- 
thing beforementioned, Thus whenthe divine Beingdeclares 
himſelf to be the true God, he no-where ſimply ſays, I am; 
but © I am Gon,” or I am Jenovan,” or Fam HE :“ 
this I think is the conſtant ſtile of the ſacred writers. I 
conceive then that n, wrongly tranſlated 7 am, and 
rightly rendered I will be, is no proper name of the God 
of Iſrael; nor did Moſes fo underſtand it, or ever uſe it in 
that ſenſe: but the word is chiefly intended to declare the 
immutability of Jehovah's counſel, and the ſtedfaſtnefs of 
his covenant : for the time being fully come whereof he 
ſpake, and promiſed to Abraham, that he would deliver 
his ſeed from the hand of their oppreſſors, and give unto 
them the land of Canaan for an inheritance; ſee Gen. 
xv. 13-15. he was therefore new come down to execute 


his 
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his divine purpoſe, perform his covenant, and fulfil his 
promiſes; and thereby he would maniſeſti himſelf to be 
what his great name JEHOVAH imports, viz. an unchange- 
able BEING, a faithful Gop ; and for this reaſon he ſaid to 
Moles, „ appeared unto Abraham, Iſaac, and Jacob by 
the name of God Almighty v v8 God all. ſuKicient, but 
by my name JEHovyAn, as that GLoRIOus BEING who 
is ever the ſame, and changeth not: with whom there is ng 
variableneſs neither ſhadow of turning; 1 was not known to 
them. For the fulfilment of the divine promiſes, the great 
proof of JEHOVAn's immutability, had not been performed 
unto them, but was now to be performed to their ſeed 
after them. And that this is the true ſenſe and meaning 
of the paſſage, appears plain to me from the following 
ſcriptures ; ſee Exod, vi. 28, Mal, iii. 6. Acts vii. 5. 
Heb. xi, 13. Therefore Mr. Romaine's argument drawn 


from Exod. iii. 14. is quite foreign to bis purpoſe, for the 
text hath no ſuch meaning, as. he hath, ſuppoſed, 


2. I GREATLY.wonder how you could venture to tell 
us, that Chriſt never ſcrupled to call himſelf God.“ 
1 hope Mr. Romaine will permit me to aſk him in 
which of the evangeliſts this matter is recorded? I 
have diligently ſearched the ſacred books, and as yet 
I have not found one ſingle text, in all the New. Teſ- 
tament, where Chriſt is ſaid to have called himſelf 
God; but on che contrary 1 there find, that he often, and 
in expreſs terms, declared himſelf. to be the Sn of God, 
and that the TRUE GOD was his FATHER : and his faith- 
ful apoſtles have likewiſe teſtihed the ſame thing of him, 
Sec Mark xiv, 61, 62. Luke xxii. 70. John vi. E. ch. ix. 
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35, 37. ch. x. 36. Acts viii. 37. As then the teſtimony 
of the ſacred books cannot be falſe, your declaration, 
becauſe it contradicts them, cannot be true. 


ARG. 9. “ The Trinity in unity is thus expreſſed in 
ſcripture, 1 John v. 7. There are three that bear record in 
heaven, the Father, the Word, and the Holy Gheſt, and theſe 
three are one. One, ſays the unbeliever, how can that 
be ? how can three be one ? That's a contradiction,” Tf 
it be, it is a contradiction of his own making: for un- 
leſs they be three in the ſame reſpect as they are one, 
which opinion could never be maintained by any man in 
his ſenſes, then he muſt take the contradiction upon 
himſelf,” p. 13. | | 


Ans. 9. We have agreed to refer this matter to the 
judgment of the inſpired writers ; therefore not human 
reaſon, but divine revelation, muit ſettle the point be- 
tween us: but if 1 John v. 7. be the only text you can 
produce in ſupport of your doctrine, it is a ſigu that it is 
not very clearly revealed in the bible, Surely there is no 
great docttine in the ſcripture but what is plainly atteſted 
by two, or three witneſſes: and as to that ſingle text which 
you have here cited, many great divines, as Mr. Romaine 
very well knows, have denied it to be authentic, and I 
believe he cannot certainly prove it to be genuine : nor is 
its divine origin to be diſputed merely on this account, 
becauſe the text is ſaid to be found only in a few copies, 
and theſe of later date than thoſe which have it not *; 


dee Scripture Sufficiency, p. 3, 
| but 
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but other reaſons alſo may be urged againſt its authenti- 
city: for in the firſt place, there is no other text in all 
the ſcripture, where the ſame thing is declared either in 
expreſs terms, or by neceſſary conſequence z but this cans 
not be ſaid of any other great article of the chriſtian 
faith. 2. It ſeems doubtful from the very ſcope of the 
paſſage itſelf; for ver. 7. doth not appear to have any 
proper connection, in the true meaning of it, either with 
ver. 6, or ver. 8.: but ver. 6. properly connects with 
ver. 8. and ver. 8. with ver. 9. ; and that in their obvious 
ſenſe and meaning: ſo that ver. 7. ſeems to have no true 
connection either with what goes before or follows after: 
for it appears from the gth, 1oth, and 11th verſes, where 
the whole matter is ſummed up and applied; that what 
the apoſtle calls the witneſs of God, is only that of the 
Spirit, and of the water, and of the blood, as mentioned in 
ver. 8. and no notice is at all taken of ver. 7. He more- 
over tells us, that it is the witneſs of Gop, viz. of one 
ſingle perſon, even the Fa TER, for it is the witneſs of 
God concerning his Sox, which witneſs is alſo for our 
ſakes ; for it is declared to be given for this very end, that 
we may know and believe that God hath given to us 
eternal life, in his Son, and that we might continue to 
believe on the name of the Son of God, ver. 11, 13. fo 
that he ſpeaks nothing of a witneſs in heaven, which 
is far off, and hid from us ; but only of a witneſs on 
earth, which is preſent with us, and in us, Now this 
great and bleſſed truth, viz. that God hath given to us eter- 
nal life in his Son, he witneſſeth to us, both by the blood 
of his Son redeeming us, and by the water of purification 
ſanctiſy ing us, and by the further gift of his Spirit as the 


earneſt 
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earneſt of the heavenly inheritance, and to witneſs alſo 
with our ſpirits that we are the cbildten of God, by 
faith in Chriſt; Jeſus: and this threefold witneſs God 
gave to the believing. Gentiles of old, firſt “ purifying 
theic hearts by faich,” and then bearing them witneſs, “by 
giving to them bis Holy Spirit,“ Acts xv. 8, 9.: therefore 
dhe Spirit, the water, and the blood, are here ſaid to wit- 
nels, and to agree in one; becauſe they jointly teſtify this 
ene truth, that God, according to his promiſe, hath given 
40 believers on his Son, eternal life: and this their wit- 
neſs is called the record, or witheſs of God, becauſe 
 rherthy God teſtifies, and aflures us of it, Ezek. xxxvi. 
2527. Adds v. 32. 1 John iv. 13. Thus © Chtiſt is 
made of God unto us wiſdom, and righteouſneſs, and 
ſanctification, and redemption,” and not only ſo, but he 
gives us likewiſe. his Holy Spirit, “ that we may #n9w 
the things which ate freely given to us of God,” 1 Cor, 
u. 21. ſee alſo 1 Tit. iii. 5, 6, 7. But ſhould we admit 
the text to be genuine, yet hour doctrine is not declared 
in it, nor can be proved by it: even Beza bimtelf will 
not allow it to mean what you have ſuppoſtd. For how 
doth Mr. Romaine know, that the word ge in this place 
means one God, or one Being, or on: «//c11c4 if you can 
make it appear from any other paſſage, chat the pronoun 
, unum, one, is uſed-in that fenſe throughout the ſerip- 
ture, I will readily grent that it may p»/ib/y mean fo 
here; but I cannot aflent to what you have barely afferted 
without proc; eſpecially as I find when two or more things, 
or perſons, are ſaid, in ſcripture, to be one, it never means 
one perſon, or eſſenee; but it conſtantly means one by azree- 
ment, or by union, and no more; for a proof of this, 1 
3 re fer 
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refer you to the following paſſages: „ Take thee en 
ſtick, and write upon it for Judah, &c. Then take an- 
ether ſtick, and write upon it for Joſeph, &c.—and join 
them one to another, into one ſtick, and they ſhall be- 
come one in thine hand,” Ezek. xxxvii. 16, 17. The 
multitude of them that believed were of one heart, and of 
ane ſoul, Acts iv. 31. “ He is our peace, who hath made 
both one, Eph. ii. 14. He that planteth and he that 
watereth are one,” 1 Cor. iii. 8, * Know ye nor that he 
which is joined to a harlot, is one body—but he that is 
joined to the Lord is one Spirit,“ eh. vi. 16, 15. ©* I and 
my Father are on that ye may knew and believe that 
the Father is i me and I in him,“ John x. 30, 38. 
Hoy Father, keep chrough thme' own name thoſe 
whom thou haft given me, that they may be one, as we 
are — And the glory which thou gaveſt me, I dave 
given them: that they may be ens, even as we are one. 
I in them and thou in me, that they may be made per- 
fe& in one,” ch, xvii. 11, 22, 23. Now is it not moſt 
plain, and manifeſt from theſe paſſages, that when the 
ſcripture ſpeaks of two or more bodies, or ſpirits, or per- 


ſons, as being one, it never means oneneſs of being, or eſ- 


ſence ; but always intends, and ſignifies a onenefs of mind 
and 20lll, or of their perſons, being acdualhy joined together : by ' 
which union they become ene: and on no other account, 


are two, or more perſons (except in a political ſenſe) ever , 


ſaid to be one; whether the union be natural or ſpiritual: 
therefore your ſenſe of 1 John v. 7. is evidently wrong, and 


not according to the ſcripture uſage of the pronoun one; 


when two or more beings are ſaid to be one : conſequently 


that text makes nothing for your purpoſe, nor is it any 
proof 
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proof of your doctrine: for ſhould the text be allowed to 
be genuine, and to ſpeak of three proper perſons, yet the 
apoſtle's ſaying, ** theſe three are one,” would be no proof 
of their being co-eſſential, or co-equal perſons ; for I do not 
find that the pronoun ane is ever uſed in that ſenſe, either 
in common language, or in the ſacred writings : different 


| natures, as well as thoſe of the. ſame kind; unequal 


perſons, as well as co-equal may become one, and be 
called ene with propriety ; becauſe the oneneſs always re- 
ſpects, either their agreement in one and the ſame thing, 
as one in purpoſe, will, intereſt, work, and teſtimony z 
or elſe it reſpects their being actually joined together, 
which is proper union; whereby they mutually inhabit, 
and poſſeſs each other. Thus God the Father dwelleth 
in Chriſt his Son, and the Son in the Father: and thus 
the believer dwelleth in Chriſt, and Chriſt in him: on 
which account they are ſaid to be one. 


2. Your ſyſtem I think, though you will not allow it, 
makes them to be three in the very ſame reſpe as they are 
one, For if you make each perſon Gon, or JeHovan, in 
the full and proper ſenſe of the word, and at the ſame time 
afſert that the three perſons together are but one God, 


but one Jehovah : do you not plainly declare that they are 


three in the ſame reſpect, as they are one? or is a contra- 
diction with reſpe& to Deity leſs abſurd, and more tolerable, . 
than a contradiction with reſpe& to perſonality ?—Is not 
this your doctrine : ** There is but one Jehovah, and in this 
Jehovah there are three perſons, each of which, by himſelf, 
is Jehovah” ? If ſo, you certainly make them to be three, 
in the very ſame reſpect, as they are one ; and again,. you 

| | make 
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make them to be one in the very ſame reſpect às they are 
three; for, as three, by your hypotheſis, they are three Gods, 
three Jehovahs; and as one, they are one God, one Je- 
hovah: and if this be not to make them three in the ſame 
reſpect as they are one, words I think cannot at all declate 
it. It is to no purpoſe to ſay you do not make them three, 
in the ſame reſpect as they are one, with regard to perſon- 
ality ; this I know is pretended, but it is mere evaſion: 
for if you do this with reſpect to Deity, it equally affects 
your argument, and proves the ſelf- contradiction of yout 
hypotheſis : nor is it of any force to ſay that by Jehovah 
you mean the 22 exiſtent eſſence, the abſtract nature of Deity 
(tho? in that you err like wife) for if IHA mean the 
whole of the eflence, and the divine nature cannot be di- 
vided, then to ſuppoſe three perſons in that eſſence, each 
paffeſſing the fulnefs of it, is to make three Jehovahs ; or if 
but a part of the eſſence, then it denies either of the per- 
ſons, in a full and proper ſenſe, to be Jehovah— Therefore, 
in my humble opinion, the trinitatian ſyſtem cannot 
avoid the above contradiction on any ground but this; 
viz, that the one Jehovah is three perſons, and that nei- 
ther of the perſons, by bimſelf, without including the 
other two is Jehovah : upon this ground, and upon no 
other, can the felf-contradiftion be avoided ; for fo long 
as they continue to maintain that there are three diſtinc 
divine perſons, and that each of theſe is by himſelf je- 
hovah, the true God; and at the ſame time affirm that 
there is but one Jehovah ; the contradiction is ſelf-evi- 
dent, and palpable : yet I will not ſay that Mr, Romaine, 
who ſeems to maintain this, is not a man in his ſenſes 3 
for many men, in other reſpeQs wiſe and ſenſible, have 
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held and maintained a plain contradiction. Is it not a 
contradition to ay that a perſon begotten, or a derived 
Being, is that God who is /elf-exi/tent, and underived? 
and yet Mr. Romaine knows, that many wiſe, and good 
men have held, this plain contradiction. But if you think 
proper to drop the contradiction, I conceive it can only 
be done, either by acknowledging that one of the perſons 
 @lone, is the only true God (which will be giving up the 
point in diſpute) or elſe by maintaining that neither of 
the three, perſons, by himſelf, but that all of them together, 
are the oge true God : and then it will follow, that when 
Jehovah ſpeaks, or is ſaid to do this, or that, it never means 
one perſon, but three; but this cannot be ſuppoſed with- 
out denying the plaineſt parts of the bible, for in that ſacred 
book, JEHovaAHn the living God conſtantly ſpeaks, and is 
ſpoken of, in the ſingular number, as of one perſon only : 
and this the trinitarians themſelves conſtantly declare, 
when they ſay that God is one, and pray, and give thanks 
unto him, as to one ſingle perſon, i in the name of Chriſt, 
and as their Mediator, with that one God: but they again 
as conſtantly contradit themſelves, and the ſcriptures 
likewiſe, when they take upon them to aſſert, that this 
ſame Mediator is himſelf that God, with whom he me- 
diates. 


And. 10. „If nothing remain for the infidel to object 
to the ſtate of the doctrine, what can he offer againſt 
the ſcripture explanation of it ? There can be no difficulty 
but what ariſes from the names of the divine perſons, Fa- 
ther, Son, and Holy Spirit, and theſe have been a-great 
handle of objection, and are ſtill with unbelievers, who 
are 
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are ſo blinded with their vices, that they ænow nothing of 
the true ſenſe and meaning of ſcripture, but only look 
into it for matter of cavil: they ſuppoſe, with ignorance 
common to infidelity, that theſe names were to give us 
ideas of the m2nner, in which the perſons exiſt in the 
eſſence, but the ſcripture had a quite different view in 
_ them.“ p. 15. 


1 10. If all who have held, and maintained, chat 
the names of Father, Son, and Spirit were to give us 
ideas of their manner of exiſting ; that is to ſay, that God 
the Father begat the Son, and therefore HE is called the 
FATHER ; ; and that the Son was begotten of the Father, 
and therefore E is called the Sox, &c. ; if, I fay, all who 
have held and believed this, were ignorant men and infi- 
dels; then the authors of the Nicene, and Athanoſian creeds 
certainly were ſo; and not they only, but the bulk of 
profeſſing chriſtians i in the weſtern churches for above a 
thouſand years paſt, not excepting our Proteſtant reform- 
ers, and martyrs : it is true they were fallible men, and 
might | be miſtaken, though I do not — them to be 
more ignorant than thoſe of our day, the  Hutchinſmnians 
themſelves not excepted 3 much leſs would I rank 
them with infidels.—But you tell us, „the ſcripture 
had a quite different view in uſing them.“ If you can 
make this appear, we will readily own that theſe good 
men were miſtaken, But how ſhall we know that the 
ſcripture had a different view in making uſe of theſe names ? 
for you have not referred us to one fingle text, as a proof 
of it. And can you direct us to any part of the ſacred 
books where this thing is mentioned? Have you yourſelf 
| H 2 | ever 


ever ſeen it in the bible? If not, why did you aſſert it? 
And if you have, why did you not refer us to it? I for 
my part haye not been able. to find any ſuch thing, and 
if you can point me to the paſſage, where your account 
of the matter is recorded, I ſhall very gladly receive the 
information. It is much eaſier to aſſert a thing, than to 
prove it.— Our trinitarian forefathers, it ſeems, could not 
ſee it there; or elſe they have not been honeſt enough to 
declare it : for it is notorious that their account of the 
matter, is quite oppoſite to yours—But let us hear what 
Mr. Romaine hath further to ſay on this ſubject. 


ARG. 11. The ſcripture informs us, St. Paul fre- 
quently, Eph. i. 4. ch. iii. 11. 2 Tim. i. 9. Tit, i. 2, 
&c. and 1 Pet. i. 20. that the covenant of grace was made 
before the world, and the gracious plan of man's ſalvation 
was ſettled before he had his being. According to the 
plan of this covenant, one of the divine perſons agreed to 
demand infinite ſatis faction for ſin, when mankind ſhould 
offend, and to be the Father of the human nature of Je- 
ſus Chriſt, and our Father through him; and therefore he 
is called God the Father, not to deſcribe his nature, but 
his office, Another of the divine perſons covenanted to 
become a ſon, to take our nature upon him, and in it to 
pay the infinite ſatisfaction for ſin, and therefore he is 
called Sen, Son of God, and ſuch-like names, not to deſcribe 
his divine nature, but his divine office: another of the 
divine perſons covenanted,“ &c. p. 16. 


ANs. 11. The above texts, to which you have referred 
the reader, ſay not a word about your Views, &c.: nor da 


they repreſcut the plan of the covenant of grace, as you have 
here 
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here ſtated it, but rather they give us a very different ac- 
count of the matter: we will juſt cite the words at length, 
which are as follows: According as be (viz. God the 
Father) hath choſen us in him (viz. Chriſt): before the 
foundation of the world,” Eph. i. 4.—* According to 
the eternal purpoſe which he (God the Father) purpoſed 
in Chriſt Jeſus our Lord, ch. iii. 11,—-* Who (God 
the Father) hath ſaved us, and called us with a holy 
calling, not according to our works, but according to his 
own purpoſe and grace, which was given us in Chriſt Jeſus 
before the world began,” 2 Tim, i. 9. *© in hope of eter- 
nal life which God that cannot lye promiſed before the 
world began,” Tit. i. 2.—* who (Chriſt) was verily fore- 
ordained before the foundation of the world,” 1 Pet. i. 
20. Now theſe texts ſay nothing at all of three co-equal 
divine perſons; or ig there one word about their cayenanting 
and agreeing to aſſume cia! characters, or to ſuſtain 
three diſtinct offices: not a tittle of any view that one di- 
vine perſon had in taking the name of Father, and another 
in taking the name of Son, &c,—T here is not the moſt 
diſtant hint of any ſuch thing: how then could Mr. Ro- 
maine come by the knowledge of it? or by what autho- 
rity did he aſſert it? nay, it is evident that in theſe texts 
only two perſons are mentioned: and but one of them is 
called Gop, who all along is declared to act as a ſove- 
reign: for of him it is ſaid, that he purpoſed, he choſe, be 
gave us grace in Chriſt, &c. The apoſtle likewiſe de- 
clares that the divine perſon, who did all this, is no other 
than “ the Gop and FATHER of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt,” 
Eph. i. 3. who, even the Father, is that ſame Hz of whom 
the apoſtle again teſtifies, that he worketh all things 
| 3 af'er 
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after the counſel of his own will,” ver. 11. therefore as 
the FaTHER himſelf did all this, and that of his own will; 
it is certain no other perſon whatſoever was concerned 
with him, in contriving the divine plan of man's ſalva- 
tion: Chriſt indeed, in whom the divine purpoſe was 
made, was then preſent with God his'Father, and heattily 
concurred with him in his gracious defign, and glorious 
purpoſe to fave men, in and by him his firſt-born Son : 


this I think is intimated Matt. xi. 25, 26: Prov. viii. 30, 


31. but Chriſt had no hand in the planning of it, for God 
the Father himfelf did it, in Chriſt, He purpoſed, and RE 
gave us grace in Chriſt before the world began, as hath been 
already manifeſted from the ſcripture ; therefore the apo- 
ſtle teſtifies, © to us there is but ane God the FarHER, 
of whom are all things,” 1 Cor. viii. 6. which perfectly 
agrees with Chriſt's own teſtimony ; who faith, © all 
things are delivered unto me of my Father,” Matt. xi. 20. 
Thus the ſcriptures plainly declare, that one divine perſon 
alone, viz. Gop the FaruER; botlr purpoſed, and plan- 
ned, and doth and will execute the ſalvation of all his 
choſen people, in al the ſeveral parts thereof, and in all 


its fulneſs, in, and by his" only Begotten, and anointed Son, 
Jeſus Chriſt our Lord : Paul therefore was not miſtaken, 


nor a falſe witneſs, when he teſtified that “ all things are 
of God (viz. the Father) who hath reconciled v us to him- 
felf, b Jeſus Chriſt,” 2 Cor. v. 18. | 


2. Ma. Romaine- tells us that “one of the divine 
perſons covenanted to be the Father of Chriſt's human 
zaturs® conſequently the other two muſt ſtand exclu- 
| ded from that relation: but if the Holy Spirit be another 


diſtin 
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diſtin perſon, I cannot ſee, how Mr. Romaine will be 
able to reconcile his plan, and doctrine with Matt. i: 20. 
Luke i. 35. for it is certain from thence that Chriſt was 
begotten of the Holy Spjrit—Again, if. one divine. perſon 
covenanted to be the Father of Chriſt's human nature, as 
Mr. Romaine likewiſe tells us, and therefore that. ſame 
divine perſon is aliuays in ſcripture called God the Father; it 
neceſſarily follows, that whenſoever, and whereſut ver the 
ſcripture calls God, the Father of Chriſt, and our Father 
through him; it always means ane ſingle divine perſon, ex- 
cluſive of all others; therefore Mr, Romaine cannot ſay, 
conſiſtent with his own plan, that by the name Father is 
meant three perſons, in any part of. the bible; becauſe he 
here tells us, it was agreed upon in the divine covenant 
that one of the perſons was to be the Father, and that this 
divine perſon is revealed to us in ſcripture by the name 
of Gop the FaruzR: how then will Mr. Romaine re- 
concile Matt, vi, 9. John xvii. 3. x, Cor. viii. 6. 1 Theſl, 
i. 9, 10. with his doctrine of God being three perſons ? 


3. You further tells us, that “ another of the divine 
perſons covenanted to become a Son, &c, but whence did 
you learn this alſo? I find no ſuch thing in. the ſacred 
books: beſides, Mr. Romaine had told us. before, that 
one of the divine perſons covenanted to become the Fa- 
THER of the human nature of Chriſt, how then doth he 
here ſay that . another divine perſon couenanted to become a 
ſon, to take the human nature, &c. ;” can theſe things 
be reconciled ? for if one divine perſon covenanted to be 
a Father to that human nature which another divine perſon 
ſhould aſſume; certainly this ſecond divine perſan muſt 

likewiſe 


„ 
likewiſe covenant, chat his human nature, and nat his di- 
vine perſon, ſhould ſtand in the relation of a Son to the 
frſt; elſe the ſecond divine perſon would not have agreed 


to be that to the firſt, which the firſt had agreed to be unto 
the ſecond, e 


Bur was it from weak neſs, or deſign that Mr. Romaine 
hath made the divine perſons to diſagree in this particu- 
lar? for ſhould any one now affirm that Mr, Romaine de- 
nies Chriſt to be properly the Son of God, perhaps he will 
tell us, that he doth not deny it, becauſe he hath told us, 
that one divine perſon covenanted to be the Father of 
Chriſt, meaning thereby his human nature only : and ſhould 
he be charged, on the cantrary, with making the Son of 
God, a mere man, he will deny that alſo; becauſe he 
aſſerts that another divine perſon covenanted to become 
a Son, meaning. thereby à Son only in name and by offices 
not really, and properly: ſo: thus by uſing the term Son as 
a name of ambiguous fignitication, ſometimes meaning by it 
the human nature, and ſometimes a divine perſon ; it is hard 
to ſay what our author means, and whom he means, 
when he calls Chriſt the Sen of God: for if it be taken 
from the covenant engagement of a divine perſon 
called the Father, it means one thing, but if it be taken 
the covenant engagement of a ſecond divine perſon, it means 
another thing: now what ſhall I call this? Is it inconſiſt- 
ency, or ſhuffling, or ſophiftry ? Let the reader judge 
I have not wilfully miſrepreſented Mr. Romaine's words 
or meaning; and if I have miſtaken him, J hope he will 
ſhew me wherein, that I may do him juſtice, for ] deſire 
to Juſtify him: but divine truth is ſacred=Now I beg 


leave 
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leave to aſk Mr, Romaine what warrant he hath from 
ſcripture to aſſert that the names of Father and Son, when 
applied to God, and his Chriſt, are oficial! characters, or 
names of office ; and if they mean fo in one text, why not 
in all? I hope he will be fo kind as to produce his vouchers 
from the. ſacred books; for altho' he himſelf hath appealed 
to them, and exhorted us to try his doctrine by them; 
yet he hath not mentioned one ſingle text as a proof of his 
aſſertion. I, for my part, cannot find that the ſerip- 
ture ever ſpeaks of God, as a Father; or of Chrift, as a 
Son, in any other ſenſe but what is common, and pro- 
per; that is to ſay, that the names are terms of relation, 
and not of etomomy; and are intirely grounded on this, 
that one of the perſons, viz. the FATHER, begat ; and that 
the other, viz. the Son, was derived, brought forth, or 
begotten by him. See Pal, it. 7. Prov. viii. 24, 25. 
Luke i. 35 John i. 14, 18. Rom. i. 3, 4. Col. i. 15, 18. 
Can it be imagined, that ſuch texts ſpeak of Chriſt as an 
official, and not as a real Son? It may I think with as 
much ſhew of reaſon and truth be affirmed, that God 
is only the Father of believers by office, and that be- 
lievers are only the ſons of God by office; as that God 
is the Father of Chriſt by office, and that Chriſt is the Sor 
of God by office. See Heb. i. 5, 5. 2 Cor. vi, 18. 
Rom. vili. 17, 29, 32.— What ſatisfaction God deman- 
ded, and Chriſt hath given for the ſins of men, I have 
ſhewn already . God ſpared nei bis cum Son, — for he 
hath made him ſin for us, who knew no ſin — The Almighty 
had a right to give the Lord Jeſus Chriſt to die for fia, he 
had a propriety in him, he was his own Son, his begotten 
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Son—befides, there was Chriſt's free conſent” —** The 
law indeed is not fulfilled by the very perſons that broke 
it but then it is fulfilled in that very nature and it 
is by this, I apprehend, that the law is magnified and 
made honourable, rather than by the conſideration of its 
being obeyed by bim, who is the Laweives, or the 
DIVINE NATURE, As to its having an infinite obedience 
given to it, I muſt confeſs to me it is not ſenſe, nor any- 
ways intelligible +.” But if Chriſt's human nature only felt, 
and endured the curſe, and wrath of God due to us for ſin, 
then the ſufferings and ſatis faction cannot be ſaid to be 
abſolutely infinite, becauſe the human nature was not fo 
therefore its being united to, and ſupported by an infinite 
divine perſon, did not make the ſufferings of the inferior 
human nature ſtrictly ſpeaking infinite, though they were 
a full recompence for our numerous and aggravated of- 
fences, 


ARG. 12. The doctrine of the Trinity is the 
moſt neceſſary article of the chriſtian religion, and we 
cannot take one ſafe ſtep in the way to heaven, without 
being clear in it.“ p. 17. 


Axs, 12. If every neceſſary article of the chriſtian 
religion be contained in the holy ſcriptures, it is then cer- 
tain that Mr. Romaine's doctrine of the Trinity is ſo fac 
from being neceſlary, that it is no article of it at all: 
and if we cannot take one ſafe ſtep in the way to heaven 
without being clear in it, that is, without being clear in 
Mr, Romaine's ſcheme of the Trinity ; then 1 may ſafely 
affirm that no man ever yet took one ſafe ſtep in the way 


4 Goſpel Magazine for September 1772. P. 434, 436. 
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to heaven, Mr, Romaine himſelf not excepted—for it is 
manifeſt that he is not clear in his own ſcheme, becauſe 
it is full of inconſiſtencies, and by no means doth it agree 
with the ſacred books: from whence alſo it appears, that 
he hath not yet rightly underſtood the ſcripture doctrine 
of the covenant, nor is he clear in the perſon of the 
Mediator, 


ARG. 13. Our bleſſed Lord was Jehovah when he 
covenanted to be made fleſh and to become a Son; and 
the very nature and terms of the covenant prove, that at 
the making of it he muſt have been a perſon of the ſelf- 
exiſtent eſſence, becauſe he had thereby ſuch offices com- 


mitted to him, as none but the true God was able to 
ſuſtain.“ p. 18. 


ANS. 13. Mr. Romaine takes that for granted, which 
yet remains to be proved, for he hath not made it appear 


from ſcripture that Chriſt is ever called Jehovah, or that 


he ever covenanted to become a Son: and what the 
terms of the covenant were, Mr. Romaine hath not been 
able to ſnew; and as to the offices committed to Chriſt, 
viz, that of a prophet, prie/t, and king ; they are ſo far from 
proving Chriſt to be the true God, that they prove directly 
the contrary : for the ſcripture plainly declares and teſtifies, 
that Jehovah, the true God, appointed him to all theſe officesy 
and put his Spirit upon him, that he might be able to execute 
and diſcharge them fully, and faithfully, See Pſ. cx. 
throughout, IIa. xi. 1, 2, 3. ch. xlii. 1—5. Luke iv. 18. 
Heb. vii. 21—28. Matt. xxviii. 18. But if Mr. Ro- 
maine can prove from ſcripture, that Chriſt ſet up him- 
ſelf, or ſupported himſelf ; and that he was not choſen, and 
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ſtrengthened in the execution of his offices by another 
perſon; I will then yield him the whole cf the argu- 
ment: but if God the Father choſe, and appointed Chriſt, 
to be the Szviour of his people, and promiſed to ſupport 
him, and did actually ſtrengthen him, throughout the 
whole work of his mediatorial undertaking ; how can his 
having ſuch offices committed to him, be any proof of 
his perſenal deity ? There is neither reaſon, nor truth in Mr. 
Romaine's aſſertion not reaſon, becauſe Chriſt did not 
ſupport himſelf, —not truth, becauſe the ſcripture teſtifies 
that he was auointed, and upheld by God the Father, 
who both choſe him, put his Spirit upon him, and ſent 
him to be the Saviour of the world —Cnuld Mr. Romaine 
indeed prove from ſcripture that the perſin who came from 
heaven to die for ſinners, viz, Jeſus Chriſt, came of him- 
ſelf, and to do bis own will :—that he alſo upheld himſelf, and 
was nit ſuſtained by any other ; then, and only then, would 
his doctrine of Chriſt's ſelf exiſtence be conſiſtent with rea- 
ſon, and truth : for right reaſon, and revelation will both 
concur in this, and conſtantly declare, that the true God 
doth all things of himſelf, and works all things of his own 
ſovereign will; and is SELF-SUFFICIENT, as well as SET“ 
EXISTENT : and that he never received the leaſt aid, power, 
command, or authority, from any other perſon or Being, 
under any condition, or relation whatfiever, And whereas the 


ſcriptures declare that Chriſt received all things from the 
Father, and that he did not, nor could do any thing of 
himſelf; and Mr. Romaine, on the contrary, affirms that 
Chriſt is ſelf-exiſtent, and could, and did do every thing 
of himſelf: I therefore infer that Mr, Romaine's doctrine 
is neither ſcriptural, nor rational. 


ARG. 


3 


ARG. 14. Let no perſon think that this is a ſpeculative 
point. It is not an indifferent thing, whether you re- 
ceive it or not, for your eternal ſtate depends upon it: you 
muſt receive it, or periſh for ever; for whoſoever diſbe- 
lieves it, ſhall be damned.” p. 20. 


ANS. 14. That your doQrine of the Trinity, is a ſpecu- 
lative point, is moſt manifeſt, for it is not ſo much as once 
mentioned, throughout the whole volume of divine revela- 
tian: But that it is not an indifferent thing, I readily own, 
for whoever receives it, moſt certainly departs from the 
ſimplicity, and truth of the ſacred ſcriptures. How greatly 
are you miſtaken ! that you think your doctrine to be of 
God, I doubt not ; elſe you would never have affirmed, 
that ** whotoever diſb-licves it ſhall be damned,” This 
ſentence of yours brings to my remembrance the words of 
our Lord, „they ſhall put you out of the ſynagogues, 
yea the time cometh that whoſoever killeth you will think 
that he doth God ſervice;“ but what follows? “ Theſe 
things will they do unto you, becauſe they have not 
known the FATHER nor me: and this I take to be the 
ground of my friend's error; had he known the SON, be 
would have known the FATHER 4%. — But if what you here 
aſſert be true, what will become of the multitudeof your hear- 
ers? for I may venture to challenge any one of them, and 
even Mr. Romaine himſelf to prove, from the ſcriptures, 
that his docttine is of God, — This, my dear Sir, is a moſt 
ſerious and weighty matter: dare we ſport with the dam- 
nation of men? or dare we take upon us to pronounce 
men ſaved, or damned juft as they happen to agree or dif- 
agree with our particular notions; when Go the judge 
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of all hath given us no authority or warrant for it? for my 
part, I frankly own, that I do not believe a word of your 
doctrine, either concerning the covenant, or the Trinity; 
and yet we believe that through the grace of the Lord 
Jeſus Chriſt, we ſhall be ſaved, even as the godly trinita- 
rians, who believe from the heart that Jeſus is the Son of God : 
but I dare not fay, nor will I imagine, that every one 
who doth not believe exafly as I do, fhall certainly be 
damned : but this I firmly believe, that whoſoever doth 
not believe the truth of our Lord's words, when he ſaid, 
« if ye believe not that I am he, ye ſhall die in your fins,” 
ſhall certainly be damned. Mr. Romaine indeed hath 
aſſerted that Chriſt, by theſe words, declared himſelf to 
be IEH¹OVAH: but I believe otherwiſe, and that He 
thereby only declared himſelf to be the promiſed Chriff, 
„the Son of Gop, who ſhould come into the world,” 
John xi. 279. Mr. Romaine ſtems to deny this, but I 
hope at the bottom he doth not really deny it. Have I 
not reaſon for this hope concerning him ? for he even 
doggles at his own expolition z and, in my opinion, hath 
himſelf overthrown it: for he interprets our Lord's words 
as meaning no more, than if he had ſaid, © Jehovah is in 
me of a truth.” The man indeed that builds again the 
error which he had deſtroyed, makes himſelf a tranſgreſſ- 
or: but he who reſtores the truth which he had taken 
away, doth that which is lawful and right, and ſhall find 
mercy. Now it is one thing to believe Jeſus to be Jeho- 
vah, the living God ; and another to believe him to be 
the Chrift of JEROVAH, and the Son of the Living Gop : 
both he cannot be; for HE that is JEHovAH, cannot be 
JeHovan's Chrit: and HE that is the LivinG Gop 

cannot 
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cannot be his Son. Chriſt therefore is ſo far from being 
honoured by thoſe who ſay he is perſonally JEHov an, the 
TRUE GoD; that his very being, and exiſtence both as 
to his true perſon, and office is intirely denied by them, Can 
Chriſt, ſay ſome, be too much honoured ? I anſwer, no: 
neither men, nor angels can ſufficiently honour him for 
his love to the Father, and love to the church : nor can 
they fully declare to what height of glory, and honour 
God the Father hath exalted him : but when Chrift is 
aſſerted to be Jehovah himſelf, he is then denied to be 
what he really and properly is, viz. the true Son, and the 
true Chriſt of the one Living and TRUE God. This alſo is 
a ſufficient reply to that weak argument which ſome per- 
ſons make uſe of, whoſe wavering minds ſeem to be un- 
ſettled about the matter; * if Chriſt, ſay they, ſhould not 
be the true God, yet they who confeſs him to be ſo, give 
him all the honour that he receives from others, who 
maintain that he is ruh, and only, the Son of Gop;“ 
whereas in fact thoſe perſons honour him not at all: for 
we muſt of neceflity either deny him to be the living and 
true God, or elſe deny him to be the Chriſt and Son of 
God : both he cannot be, for Chriſt is a perſon, whom 
God hath anointed, and his Son is a perſon whom HE 
hath begotten : the Son therefore is not that DIVINE BEING | 
who both begat him, and anointed him, Beſides, the ho- 
nour given to any Being whatever, if proper and perſonal, 
muſt terminate in his own perſon : but if we aſcribe to 
Chriſt, who is a perſon anointed of God, that honour, which 
is peculiar and only proper to that Gop, who anointed 
him; it is then clear that we honour not Chriſt at all, as 
Cbriſt; whatever may be pretended to the contrary : but 
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if we honour Jeſus, as the Chriſt, it is then certain that 
we honour the Father alſo who ſent him: for Chriſt him- 
ſelf hath teſtified, 4+ He that receiveth me, receiveth 
him that ſent me.” Thus if I would honour the ambaſ- 
ſador of an earthly king, I muſt not honour him as 
the very king himſelf, whom he repreſents, and by 
whoſe authority he acts; for then I ſhould both deny the 
perſon ſent to be the king's true ambaſſador, and ſhould 
likewiſe deny him that ſent him to be the true king: but 


if I receive and honour his ambaſlador, as ſuch, then I 


likewiſe honour the king that ſent him; whoſe perſon he 
repreſents, and in whoſe name, and by whoſe authority, he 
ſpeaks, and acts. Thus Chriſt declares himſelf to be his 
Father's ambaſſador ; * I came forth from God, neither 
came I of myſelf, but he ſent me.“ —*< ] came not to do 
my own will, but the will of him that ſent me.” The 
Father who ſent me, he gave me a commandment what I 
ſhould ſay, and what I ſhould ſpeak. He that honoureth 


not the Son, honoureth not the Father who hath ſent him.“ 


— They have believed that thou didſt ſend me.“ Therefore 
to his diſciples he ſaid, © Ye believe in God; believe alſo in 
me; that is, as his Son, whom he hath ſent, which is plain 
from the words following; and the diſciples did ſo. There- 
fore it is neceſſary to ſalvation that we believe on Jeſus, 4s 
the Son, and ſent of God; and in this ſenſe the apoſtle teſ- 
tifies, “ he is Antichriſt that denieth the Father and 
the Son : whoſoever denieth the Son, the ſame hath not 
the Father,” 1 John ii. 22, 23. It matters not whatever 
elſe any one ma}. imagine, or believe concerning Jeſus; 
for if he believe not on him, as the true Chriſt, and the 
true Son of the living God; his faith is vain: and all 
feelings 
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feelings and frames, or what is commonly called experi- 
ence, which is not built upon this truth, and doth not 
flow from this faith in Jeſus, as the Chrift and Son of 
God, is mere fancy and delufion ; and, will be found ſo 
in the end: “ for who is he that overcometh the world, 
but he that believeth that Jeſus is the Son of God?” 1 
John v. 5. wherefore let all men “ know aſffuredly, that 
God hath made that ſame Jeſus, who was crucifi:d, both 
Lord and Chriſt.“ This is that glorious truth which the 
ſaints above confeſs, and wherein they exceedingly re- 
joice, when with one heart, and one mouth, they 
exult, and cry aloud, „ Salvation to our Gor, who 


ſitteth upon the throne, and unto the LAun,“ Rev. vii. 
10. 


- ARG. 15. If you can but deſire conviction, ye ſhall 
know of the doctrine, whether it be of God.“ p. 8. 


As. 15, I ſolemnly declare that I have diligently 
ſearched the ſcriptures, and deſired with my whole ſoul to 
know, if your doftrine be of God: and I am ſure that 
my mind hath not been blinded with prejudice, nor biaſed 
by intereſt ; for I have long wiſhed, and earneſtly prayed, 
that, if it were poſſible, I might both think and ſpeak as 
my trinitarian brethren do; but the mere I ſearched the 
ſcriptures for that purpoſe, and prayed to have a right 
judgment therein; the more cleajly I ſaw, and the more 
abundantly am I convinced that both the Aubangſian, and 
Hutchinſonian doQrine of the trinity, is contrary to the di- 
vine word, 
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Ir then what you here aſſert be true, I can witneſs for 
one, and am perſuaded many more can do the ſame 
that the experiment hath been fairly made, and that your 
doctrine, in this particular, is not of God. But if Mr, 
Romaine thinks that I have not ſincerely deſired conviction, 
or that there is ſome bar in my way, which I do not wiſh 
to have removed, I beg that he will tell me what it is, 
and endeavour to remove it for me; for I myſelf can find 
none, nor am I conſcious of any. If I ſought after po- 
pularity, worldly eaſe, riches, or honour, I would turn 
trinitarian immediately: but I thank Chriſt Jeſus, my Lord, 
for that, in ſome meaſure, he hath delivered me from the 
power of theſe vanities, and hath determined my inmoſt 
ſoul to ſeek that honour which cometh from God only, 
and to pleaſe him in all things : whole favour is better to 
me, far better, than life itſelf—** If I yet pleafed men, I 
ſhould not be the ſervant of Chriſt,” —But after all, the 
error perhaps may be on your fide; and that it is ſo, 
hath I think been fully demonſtrated from the ſcriptures, 
Permit me then to beg of you for once, to ſuppoſe it 
poſſible, that you yourſelf may be miſtaken—endeavour 
to diveſt yourſelf of prejudice, weigh the matter calmly : 
it is a point of the greateſt moment, the good of the 
church, the honour of Chriſt, the glory of God, are 
nearly concerned in it. Let me intreat you therefore to 
re- conſider your doctrine; try it, examine it thoroughly, 
by the ſacred books: if you do this, and deſire conviction, 
from the light and authority of the inſpired writings, per- 
haps you will begin to doubt of the divinity of your own 
ſyſtem, and be led to think more favourably of ours: and 
it is not impoſſible but at laſt you may be obliged to ac- 


knowledge, 
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knowledge, that if the ſcriptures be divine, aur dottrine is 


certainly of God. You will not, I hope, conſider this 
letter, though ſent you from the preſs, as the effect of 
envy or hatred, for I aſſure you it is not; nor reckon my 
manner of writing, in any part of it, as unchriſtianly ſe- 
vere, and uncharitable: I have only endeavoured to ſuit 
the remedy to the diſeaſe, I had alſo in my thoughts the 
words of Solomon, who ſays, ** Rebuke a wiſe man and 
he will love thee :” and again he aſſures us,“ He that re- 
proveth his neighbour ſhall afterwards find more favour, 
than he that flattereth with his lips.” And thus Paul 
found it when he ſharply reproved his brother apoſtle ; 
for Peter did not afterwards ſpeak ſo highly and affection- 
ately of Barnabas, who diſſembled with him, as of his bro- 
ther Paul who had reproved him. How happy ſhall I be 
if my brother Romaine ſhould herein imitate that great 
apoſtle Peter: but if he yet ſuppoſe the error to be on our 
fide, I hope he will take as much pains to convince me of 
it, as I have done to convince him. I think alſo, that 
few perſons are more deſirous than myſelf of exerciſing for- 
bearance, and of promoting peace, and love among chriſ- 
tians z but the truth will always be oppoſed by them 
that countenance error: and from ſuch perſons who hate 
the light, and reſiſt the truth, proceeds all the hurtful 
ſtrife, and bitter contention that is in the world about reli- 
gion; and this our Lord himſelf hath plainly declared would 


be the effect of his goſpel being publiſhed in the world : 


„ Think not, ſaith he, that I am come to ſend peace on 
earth: I came not to ſend peace, but a ſword.” But 
thoſe who. ſincerely receive Chriſt, and his goſpel into 
their hearts by faith, even by that faith which worketh by 

K 2 love, 
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love, cannot deſignedly either oppoſe the truth, or break the 
bond of chriſtian peace: and this divine grace of undiſſem- 
bled, diſintereſted, pure love among all ſaints, for Chriſt's 
ſake, and the goſpel's ; 1 wiſh to ſee it revive and abound 
among all the churches of the ſaints : and then they would 
receive one another as Chriſt received them, to the glory 
of God. For my own part, I can readily communicate, and 
live and die, and go to heaven with a chriſtian trinitarian, as 
well as a unitarian : there we ſhall be all of one mind, if 
not before.—** God is love; and he that dwelleth in 
love, dwelleth in God, and God in him.” Love to the bre- 
thren is the chief, and beſt evidence that any man can 
have, or give, of his being a rca/ chriſtian z and I reckon 
every one for a chriſtian brother who believes, and con- 
feſſes that Jeſus is the Son of God, and that walks after 
his commandments. Should he conceive of Chriſt, as 
a perſon begotten of the divine eſſence, or ſhould he think 
otherwiſe of that matter, I would not therefore reject 
him, we 4now but in part; our miſtakes will all be reRified 
by-and-by: it is enough for me that he owns Jeſus to be 
the Son of God, and comes to God by him, and is a 
humble and peaceible follower of the Lamb, That you, 
my dear Sir, may be inriched with this grace, of divine 
love, flowing from a living faith in the Son of God, and 
with every other grace of the Spirit, is, the ſincere deſire, 
and prayer of 


Your real friend and ſervant in the Lord, 


R. ELLIOT, 


POS T- 
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POSTSCRIPT 


HE Hutchinſonians are generally reckoned a new 
ſort of trinitarians, lately ſprung up, and diverſe from 

all that were before them. They aſſert, if I rightly under- 
ſtand them, (for moſt errors affect obſcurity) that Father, 
Son, and Holy Spirit are three, co-ordinate, ſeiſ-exi/lent, and 
independent divine perſons, that is to ſay, they are three diſ- 
tin, abſolute, ſupreme gods, That their doctrine is poly- 
theiſm, and was eſteemed ſuch by the antients, is aſſerted 
by the ableſt writers in defence of the Athanaſian Tri- 
nity, ſome of which I have quoted in a former work on 
this ſubject +, What induced the Hutchinſonians to re- 
jet the commonly received opinion, and to invent to 
themſelves a new one, ſeems to be this : they plainly 
ſaw that the true God muſt be ſelf-exiſtent, and there- 
fore they could no longer maintain the perſonal deity 
of Chriſt, as a divine perſon, properly begotten : for 


+ See Divine Revelation, &c. p. 9-13. 
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to ſay the moſt of him in that view, he can only be con- 
ſidered as a ſecond begotten God, inferior to him that 
begat him: for if he was begotten of the Father's ſub- 
ſtance, yet he would not therefore be co- egual with him: but 
as the Nicene creed expreſſes it, he would then be“ God 
of God, very God of very God, begotten, not made :” 
that is, in plain terms, a ſecond God, begotten of the 
ſupreme God. The Hutchinſonians therefore have inven- 
ted a new ſcheme, which, had it been founded in truth, 
would have inconteſtably proved that the Son was himſelf 
the true God, and not only co-eſential, but alſo co-equal with 
the Father: whereas the moſt that can be ſaid of the 
Athanaſian doctrine is, that it proves the Son only to 
be co-e//ential, but not co-egual. Now as the Hutchin- 
ſonians could not, with any colour of truth, impole their 
imaginary hypotheſis upon the chriſtian world, without 
pretending to have ſcripture-warrant and authority for it; 
therefore they tell us that ALEIA “, the Hebrew word 
for God, means three divine perſons in covenant : they 
likewiſe, with ſtrange inconſiſtency, aſſert, that the di- 
vine perſon, who ſpake by the prophets, ſaying, * I, 
even I am JEHOVAn, and beſides me there is no Sa- 
viour ;” “ a juſt God and a Saviour, there is none beſides 
me,” &c, &c. is Jeſus Chriſt, But it happens, very unfa- 
vourable to their ſcheme, that not only the prophets con- 
ſtantly ſpeak of Jehovah the AL EIM of Iſrael, as of one 
fingle perſon, but the apoſtles alſo have declared it in the 
moſt plain terms ; and have likewiſe teſtified, that Jeho- 
vai the God of Iſrael, who ſpake by the prophets, is the 


* See Divine Revelation, p. 175-190. 
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Father: ſo that the Hutchinſonian doctrine makes the Son 


to be the Father: it is no wonder then, that they deny 
Chriſt to be the true Son of God, for certainly the Fa- 


ther is not the Son.—ls not then the modern Hutchin- 
ſonian hypotheſis, a compolition of Sabellianiſm, and tri- 


thaſm ? 


2. Every objeQion of the trinitarians is, I think, plainly. 


anſwered and reſuted by theſe few ſcriptures : ſee John iv. 
23, 24. Ch, xvii. 3. ch. xx. 31. Mark xii. 29. ch. xiii. 
32. Acts i. 7. Luke ix. 26. 1 Theſſ. i. 9, 10. Heb. i. 
I, 2, 3. 1 Cor. iii. 23. ch. viii. 5, 6. ch. xi. 3. ch. xv. 
24—28. Theſe texts do moſt plainly declare and fully 
teſtify, that the Father perſonally, and alone, is the ane 
TRUE (30D, —How abſurd muſt it be to ſuppoſe the Fa- 
ther alone to be oppoſed to idols, if there were any other 
perſon eguaily God with him? or to ſuppoſe that He alone 
knew all things, if there were any other perſcn equally om- 
niſcient with him? The falſe gloſs which ſome put on 
Mark xiii. 32. viz. that the Son knew not the day cf 
judgment, as mediator, or in one nature, when he knew it 
in another nature, cannot be ſo much as pretended of the 
Holy Spirit, and yet he is not once mentioned in the text, 
Is not then the Arian, as well as the Hutchinſonian doc- 
trine plainly unſcriptural ? But in what ſenſe Chriſt the 
WORD is called God, I have already ſhewn at large J. 
Alſo how and in what reſpect Chriſt is worſhipped ac- 
cording to the ſcripture, hath been fully declared d. The 
apoſtle John did not write his goſpe!, as ſome have ſup- 


+ Sac. Controverſy, p. 16—26, § Sac. Controverſy, 29-37. 
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rok; in order to prove that Jeſus was the true Gbd, 
but quite the contrary z for he wrote it to prove that Jeſus 
was the Chriſt the Son of God, as himſelf 'exprefsly tef- 
tiſios, ch. xx. 31. and conſequently all the ſcriptutes muſt 
unanimouſly declare, and teſtify the ſame thing. Do not 


the inſpired writers with one conſent aſſert and maintain, 
that the true God demanded ſatisfaction for our fins, and 


that his true Son gave that fatisfaftion—God did not 
make ſatis faction, but receive it: Chriſt his anointed Son 


did not receive ſatis faction, but mate it. God gave his own 


Son for us, and then the Son gave bimſelf.—Chrift was 
ſent of God, eame from God, and went to God—God 


| anointed Chriſt, God was with Chriſt, God was in Chriſt 
— The Txut Gop is the Father of Chriſt, the God of 
Chrift; the head of Chrit—Chrift is in God, Chrift is 


God's « own Son, Chriſt is God's—The true Chriſt is at 


the right hand of God, Chrift is made a prince and a Sa- 


viour, Chriſt bath all power given unto him both in heaven 


and earth, Chrift is made a quickening Spirit—Chrift is 
our advocate with the Father, who ever liveth to make 


interceſſion for us. Thus “ Chriſt is made of God unto 


us wildom, and righteouſneſs, and ſanctification, and re- 
demption. » Theſe things, and much more to the ſame 
purpoſe, are expreſsly declared, and teſtified by the holy 5 
prophets, and apoſtles throughout the ſeripture, concerning | 


the living God, and concerning nis Son Jeſus Chrift our 


Lord. Should then any one yet deny this divine teſti- 


mony, ſo plain, and ſo full ; to argue any longer with him 
would, I think, be in vain : therefore I ſhall only add, 
« Let God be true, and every man a lar.“ 

: 1. IU — R. E. 
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